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MISSION ARY MAGAZINE. 
No. 5. MAY, 1816. Vor. Xu. 
MISCELLANEOUS. 


ON THE MANNER IN WHICH THE SCRIPTURES ARE TO BE UNDEBRB- 
STOOD. 


To the Editor of the Panoplist. 
SIR, 

THE world is in possession of very many, and those often very able, defences 
of Revelation; but I do not remember a single discussion of the question, 
In what manner are the Scriptures to be understood? The fact may, how- 
ever, have been derived merely from my own ignorance, and the narrow 
limits of my reading. Should? it be true, that the question has not been dis- 
cussed, or that the discussion has been so remote in time, or place, as rare- 
ly, if at all, to have fallen into the hands of your readers; they will proba- 
bly be pleased to find an examination of it in your usetul Miscellany. The 
importanée of the subject will not be doubted: for it is evidently of little use 
to us to know that a Kevelation has been communicated to mankind, unless 
we also know what it is, that is reveal@d. 

Should the following thoughts on this subject appear to you in any good 
measure satisfactory, or useful, you will please to give them a place in 
the Panoplist. 


Ture are multitudes of persons in the Christian world, who, 
While they profess to believe the Scriptures, deny in some cases, 
and in others, doubt, the declarations, which they contain. But 
there are still greater multitudes, who professedly admit every 
thing, found in them; and who yet admit many of their declarations, 
only in the sense, annexed by themselves to the several passages, in 
Which they are contained. Each of these has his own interpreta- 
tion. In this manner the number of such interpretations has be- 
come very great; and, in very many instances, they are various, 
disc ordant, and contradictory. Hence, in the mind of a sober 
lan, arises irresistibly the momentous question, “in what sense 
shall I believe this, and that, passage of Scripture? I am ready,” 
such a man will say, “to admit w ithout a question all the declara- 
tions of God. But how shall I understand their true meaning? I 
sce multitudes differ widely on this subject; and among them many, 
Who are ingenious, learned, and able. Whom shall I follow? or 
Shall I follow none of them?” 

This question is certainly rational, as well as important; and the 
perplexity, out of which it springs, ought as far as possible to be 


removed. The task I will now assume, and endeavor to perform. 
Vou, XU. 25 
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To the question itself, then, I answer, that the sense, in which the 
vartous declarations of God in the Scriptures are to be received by us, 
is the Obvious Sense; or that, which readily presents itself to a plain 
man, reading them with seriousness and integrity. 

In support of this answer, | adduce the following observations. 

1. The Scriptures were almost universally addressed by those, 
who spoke, and wrote them, to persons of this class, 

Moses wrote the Law for the people at large. This truth is de- 
clared in many forms. After God had pronounced the decalogue, 
the people, terrified by the awful splendors, which attended the 
promulgation of these commands, besought him, through the medi- 
ation of Moses, that they might hear his voice no more, lest they 
should die. God approved of their request; and commanded “Mo. 
ses to teach them ali the commandments, and the statutes, and the 
judgments, which he should command him.” Accordingly, Mo- 
ses called all Israel, and said unto them, «*Hear, O Israel, the stat- 
utes, and judgments, which I speak in your ears this day; that ye 
may learn them, and keep, and do them.” «These words,” said 
he again unto them, “which IT command thee this day, shall be 
in thine heart. Ye shall lay my words in your heart, and in your 
soul; and bind them for a sign upon your hand; that they may be 
as frontlets between your eyes: and ye shall teach them to your 
children: speaking of thein, when thou sittest in thine house, and 
when thou walkest by the way, when thou liest duwn, and when 
thou risest up: and thou shalt write them upon the door-posts of 
thine house.” ” In this manifer every Israelite was required to 
educate his children in the knowledge ofthe law; and in this man- 
ner every Israelitish child was to be educated. The law, there- 
fore, was, with absolute certainty, addressed to every Israelite. 

When Joshua built an altar unto the Lord God in Mount Ebal, 
he read all the words of the law to the people. «There was nota 
word,” it is subjoined, ‘of all that Moses commanded, which 
Joshua read not before all the Congregation of Israel, with the 
women, and the little ones, and the strangers that were conversant 
among them.’’ In the same manner Joshua addressed the words, 
which God commanded him, to all the tribes of Israel at Shechem. 
In the same manner a great part of the speeches, made by priests, 
prophets, and princes, in the Historical Books, were addressed to 
greater or less portions of the people at large. 

The Psalms were not only written for the whole body of the peo- 
ple, but were made a part of their public worship. 

The Book of Proverbs was written for the express purpose of 
‘piving subtilty to the simple, and to the young man knowledge 
and discretion.” 

The Prophecies of Isaiah, Jeremiah, Ezekiel, Joel, Zephaniah, 
Hageai, and Zechariah. were addressed directly to the nation of 
the Jews; and those of Hosea, Amos, Micah, and Malachi, to the 
people of Isracl. 

Our Savior spoke almost every thing which he said, to the com 
mon people. 

















































ee alin MOtae OSE pe al eae CRE 


ken (SEN ee Sh PA I 


7816. On the Alanner in which the Scriptures are to be understood. 195 


Matthew wrote his Gospel for the Hebrew Christians at large. 
Mark, Luke, and John, wrote their’s for the Christian world at 
large. ‘To the same persons were addressed the Acts of the Apos- 
tles. The Epistles af St. Paul, except those to Timothy, Titus, 
and Philemon, were all written to the respective Churches, whose 
names they bear; Churches, consisting almost wholly of uneduca- 
ted people. ‘Those of Peter were addressed to a large body of peo- 
ple, of the same sort, in the Lesser Asia; and that of James, tu the 
Christians among tne Hellenistic Jews. ‘The first Epistle of John, 
as it is commonly called, appears rather to be a Religious Essay, 
or Discussion, than aletter: but it is addressed generally to Chris- 
tians at large; and particularly to Fathers, to old men, to young 
men, and to little children. ‘The second was addressed to the elect 
Lady, and her children; that of Jude, to Christians at laige; and 
the Apocalypse, to the Seven Churches of Asia. 

I have gone through this detail with a particular design, that 
the whole subject might be before your readers; and that they might 
see the truth of the proposition, which we are considering, not in 
general, indeterminate expressions, but in the several particulars, 
of which it is made up. From these it appears, beyand all doubt, 
that the books, which I have specified, constituting the great body 
of both the Old and New Testaments, and containing all the Doc- 
trines, found in the Canon, were addressed directly, and supreme- 
ly, to that class of mankind, customarily designated by the phrases, 
the common people, and the people at large. From this fact, it 
follows irresistibly, that these parts of the Scriptures were written 
in language, which such people could understand; or, in other 
words, that the meaning of the language, actually used, is such, 
that those, to whom it was addressed, might, if seriously and honest- 
ly attentive, apprehend it without any considerable dificulty, or 
any danger of any material mistake. It cannot for a moment be 
admitted by common sense, or common decency, much less by a 
spirit of piety, that God has revealed his will to mankind, and yet 
that the language, in which the Revelation is made, is such, that 
those, to whom it is peculiarly addressed, should be unable to un- 
derstand its meaning. It is presumed, that no sober man, address- 
ing his fellow-men on any business of importance, ever used such 
words, as they could not interpret. Far less can it be believed, 
that Prophets of God, that the Savior, that his Apostles, or that 
any inspired man, disclosing to mankind the will of God concern- 
ing their salvation, should discourse to them in unintelligible phras- 


eology; unintelligible, I mean, by them. If thege writers, and 


speakers, have in fact used such language, it was certainly done 
by design; unhappily, not the design of men, but of the Spirit of 
inspiration. ‘For,’ says St. Paul, speaking of himself and his 
Inspired brethren, «We speak not in the wards, which man’s wis- 
om teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost teacheth.”” The use of 
such language is only to perplex, and mislead; or, at the best, to 
“ommunicate nothing to those, whe hear. (an any seber man at- 
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tribute this conduct, or the design from which it must have sprung, 
to the Spirit of God? 

But, if the language of the Scriptures was intended to be intelli- 
gible to those, to whom it was addressed, it was certainly uttered 
in the customary manner, and with its obvious meaning. ‘The rea- 
son is plain, and decisive. ‘lhese men could not possibly find out 
any other meaning nor understand it in any other manner. If, 
therefore, it was intended, that any other sense, than the obvious 
one, should be annexed to the words; whatever was addressed to 
them, was addressed to them in vain. Either they could not un- 
derstand it at all; or they must understand it falsely, unless pre- 
vented by mere accident. 

2. A great part of the Bible was written by men who knew no 
other than plain language, and no other meaning but that which 
was Customary and familiar. 

David, Amos, Matthew, Mark, John, Peter, James and Jude were 
uneducated men: and the same thing is probably true of several 
other writers in the sacred Canon. It is, however, sufficient for 
the present purpose, that these were of this character, All the es- 
sential doctrines, contained in the Scriptures, are, I think it may 
be safely asserted, found in the writers, mentioned under the form- 
er head. Ali these doctrines, therefore, were originally addressed 
to plainmen. So many, at least, of these doctrines are delivered 
by the writers, mentioned under this head, that he, who cordially 
embraces what they have written, will find little difficulty in beliey- 
ing whatever is found in the Bible. But these men knew no lan- 
guage, beside the plain, familiar language of mankind. 'The knowl- 
edge of uncustomary, technical, or what may be called philosophi- 
cal phraseology, is an attainment of mere learning; and cannot be 
possessed by an unlearned man. Hence a great part of the doc- 
trines of the Gospel; so many as evidently to involve the whole; 
were certainly delivered in the plain language of men; because 
they were delivered by those, who knew no other. 

Should it be saic, that, although these men knew no other lan- 
guage by themselves, yet they may have received the knowledge 
of .philosophical language by inspiration; since Christ promised 
them, that they should «receive a mouth, and speech, which all 
their adversaries should not be able to gainsay, or resist: [ an- 
swer, that St. Paul, in the passage, just now quoted from 1 Cor. 
li, 13, expressly declares, that he, and his fellow apostles, did not 
use this language. «Which things also we speak, not in the words, 
which man’s wisdom teacheth.” 'The things, here mentioned, are 
in the preceding verse styled «the things, that are freely given to 
us of God;” and in the tenth verse, «the things which God hath re- 
vealed unto us by his Spirit: i. e. the things, which are revealed 

to Paul, and to his fellow-apostles, by the Spirit of inspiration. 
These things, the Apostle declares, they did not speak in words, 
‘taught by man’s wisdom,’ or human philosophy. As this is true of 
the New Testament; so it is beyond all controversy equally true of 
the Old. 
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3, The Scriptures were written chiefly for plain men. 

This I argue from three considerations. 

The first is, that these constitute altogether the great body of 
mankind, and are immensely disproportioned ; in their numbers te 
all the rest. The souls of all these are, severally, of as much value, 
as those of the great and learned. From their numbers, therefore, 
it is reasonably concluded, that God in re vealing his will, and pub- 
lishing the way of salvation, had a primary y  refercnct to those, 
who were immeasurably more important to his eye than all others. 

Secondly: The Scriptures directly exhibit this truth to us. St. 
James, censuring the particular respect, paid to the rich and great 
by the Chr istinna, to whom he wrote, says. ««Hiearken, my beloved 
brethren; hath not God chosen the poor ‘of this world, rich in faith, 
and heirs of the kingdom?”” Christ declared to the people of Naz- 
areth by a quotation from the prophet Isaiah his own character, 
and mission, in these remarkable words; «The Spirit of the Lord 
God is upon me: for he hath anointed me to preach the Gospel to the 
voor.’ When the Disciples of John came to inquire whether Jesus 
was the Messiah, or not; he gave it as one cecisive proof of his 
character, that the poor had the Gospel preached to them. Al- 
most all his labors were employed on plain, bumble people. Such 
persons were his companions: such his Apostles. 

Thirdly: Persons of this class have, much more extensively than 

any other, believed, and obeyed, the Scriptures. The common peo- 
ple, we are told, heard Christ gladly: and of them almost all is 
converts were made. Often they were his only defence against the 
malicious designs of their superiors. Several times, it is said, they 
would have laid hands on him; but did not, for fear of the peo- 
ple. ‘The Apostles found the.same defence: and almost ail their 
converts were of the same class. What was true of those periods 
has been true of all, which have succeeded. From the remains of 
the early Fathers in the Church, particularly of Clement, Ignatius, 
and Pclyearp it is unanswerably evident, that they and the Chris- 
tians, generally, of their time; Christians, distinguished for «sim- 
plicity and goill y sincerity; who “had their conversation in the 
world, not by fleshly wisdom, but by the grace of God;” adopted no 
other mode of construing the Scriptures. ‘These men were gener- 
ally the plain inhabitants of the several countries, in which they 
lived, and by their piety, and benevolence, in life, and thejr meek- 
ness, patience, and fortitude, in death, proved to every succeeding 
age, that they were “precious sons of Zion, comparable to fine 
gold.” Of the same character, were the great body of Christians 
in the second and third centuries; the numerous converts of Augus- 
tines those of Bernard; the Waldenses; the Hussites; and the great 
body of converts, made at, and after, the Reformation. Generally, 
these have been almost all the Christians in every age of the 
Whurch. 
But it is reasonably believed, that the Scriptures*were especially 


Written for those, who, it was foreseen, would embrace and obey 
them 
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4. The doctrines, formed by the obvious meaning of the Scrip- 
tures, are the only doctrines, which have spread vital Religion in 
the world, 

Those, who heard the Aposties preach, and their successors, 
through the two first centuries, and the earlier part of the third, 
were almost universally incapable of annexing any other meaning, 
than the obvious one, to the declarations of the Scriptures. This 
is the only character, given them both by their friends, and their 
enemies; and is, therefore, unquestionably their true character, 
Itis hardly necessary to mention, because it is so well known, and 
so universally acknowledged, either the vast multitude of these 
Christians, or the pre-eminent excellence of their character. In 
the numerous instances, in which Religion prevailed in the suc- 
ceeding ages of the Church, it prevailed solely by the preaching of 
the very same doctrines. ‘This was true, particularly, with regard 
to the prevalence of religion in Egypt, under Dyonisius and Atha- 
nasius; in Africa, under Cyprian, Augustine, and Fulgentius; in 
italy, under Ambrose; under the Gregorics in the Lesser Asia; 
under St. Bernard, also, in France: and with regard to the nume- 
rous followers of Peter Waldo, and of John Huss; those of Wick- 
liffe, also; and the very numerous Christians among the Reformed, 
in the various Protestant countries. To these may be added, the 
numerous Christians, found in this country. from its early settle- 
ment; and the vast multitude, which in many Protestant countries, 
between the years 1750 and 1760, became public professors of re- 
ligion. Let any man employ himself in reading, diligently, Ec- 
clesiastical History; particularly that branch of it, which records 
the prevalence of practical piety; and he will see irresistibly, that, 
when these doctrines have been preached, and believed, vital re- 
ligion has flourished; when they have not, it has regularly decay- 
ed, Such has always been the fact heretofore: such is the fact at 
the present time. 

If { am asked on what grounds [ assert that the persons of whom 
I have spoken, were vitally religious ; and that others were not; I 
answer, on that, which the Scriptures have made the evidence of 
vital religion: the conduct of the respective classes of men. «By 
their fruits’ says our Savior, speaking of those who are not Chris- 
tians, «shall ye know them.” Those who have embraced these 
doctrines, have ina manner honorable to human nature, adorned 
the doctrine of God their Savior, by bringing forth those fruits, 
which he declares, spring from evangelical repentance, faith and 
holiness. Of this fact, as it respects the early ages of Christianity, 
there can be no debate; nor, it would seem, as it respects the 
Reformers, and their followers. There is little reason to doubt it, 
concerning the great body of Christians, who have followed them; 

even their onemies themselves being judges. Even by these, multi- 
‘tudes who hold the doctrines in question, are daily declared to be 
truly religious, and placed among the best of mankind. On this 
subject however, I cannot expatiate; but will conclude my observa- 
sions concerning it, by a quotation, or two, from distinguished at- 
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yersaries of these doctrines. One of these, Robert Forsyth, Esq. a 
jearned civilian, and a professed infidel, says, «There is one re- 
mark, which we think ourselves bound in justice to make, ~!though 
it appears to us someWhat singular. It is this; that from the ear- 
liest ages down to our own days, if we consider the character 
of the ancient Stoics, the Jewish Essenes, the modern Calvinists, 
and Jansenists, when compared with thatof their antagonists, the 
Epicureans, the Sadducees, the Arminians and the Jesuits; we 
shall find, that they have excelled in no small degree, in the prac- 
iice of the most rigid and repectabie virtues; and have been the 
highest honor of their own ages, and the best model for initation 
to every age succeeding.” 

Dr. Priestley, also, acknowledges, that «those who hold these 
(loctrines, have less apparent conformity to the world, and seem to 
have more of a real principle of religion,” than his own followers; 
aud that those who {rom a principle of religion ascribe more te 
fiod, and less to man, than other persons” (the distinguishing 
characteristic of these men) “are men of the greatest elevation of 
piety.” But if these doctrines have, and others have not, produced 
this mighty effect in the successive ages of the Church, it is, I 
think, clearly certain, that they are that truth of God, which, 
Christ declares, makes men free from the bondage of sin, and 
which St. Paul declares, is «the power of God unto salvation to ev- 
ery one that believeth.” In other words, they are the genuine 
doctrines of the Gospel. 

5. ‘Phe Scriptures are actually written in such a manner, that 
their obvious meaning is the true meaning. 

Every rhetorical critic, perplexed with no theological debates, 
ami having no religious system to support, has remarked that the. 
language of the Scriptures is distinguished from all other books 
by its simplicity; its native, uncontrived character; its accordance 
with the most artless speech of men. It would have been impossible 
fur this epinion to have been universal, had it not been founded in 
fect. In perfect accordance with it, every man who reads the Scrip- 
‘ures Without any particular design, and allows his own views 
wud feelings to take their natural course, feels this truth irresisti- 
‘ty. Every such man feels that he has never met with any other 
wiitings, Which were so remarkable for a manner so artless, and so 
Dorely natural. Particularly, every plain man here finds himself 
entirely at home; converses with those who speak in the manner 
'o which he has been used from his infancy; and sees facts, doc- 
wines and precepts presented to him with a plainness, which is elsc- 
where unrivalled. The Scriptures themselves long since declared 
this ty be their true character. The wisdom of God, or, in other 
words, Christ, says, (Prov. viii, 8 and 9.) «All the words of my 
mouth are in righteousness: there is nothing froward or perverse 
in them. They are all plain to him that understandeth; and right to 
‘iemthat find knowledge:” i. e. There is nothing in my words, that 
is Wreathed,or twisted; nothing perplexing: but all are plain to him, 
who possesses chat understanding which consists in the fear of the 
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Lord. The prophet Isaiah says, that « when a king, (i.e. Christ) 
shall reign in righteousness, the eyes of them that see (i. e. of Chris- 
tians, or pious men.) shall not be dim. The heart of the rash shall 
understand Knowledge; and the tongue of the stammerers shall be 
ready tospeak plainly.” Inother words,Christians shall understand 
distinctly the things of religion; and those who before spoke of them 
indistinctly and obscurely, shall then be able to speak in a manner, 
clear and very intelligible. 

The saine prophet also says, that under the dispensation of the 
Gospel «the way of holiness shall be an highway; and that way- 
faring men, though fools, shall not err therein.”’? Of the same pe- 
riod he declares, that “the light of the moon shall be as the light of 
the sun and the light of the sun seven-fold.” A multitude of other 
passages, of the same import, might easily be added to these, were 
it necessary. All plain Christains have in every age, and coun. 
try, found these declarations completely verified in the satisfaction, 
comfort, peace and hope, which they have found in the invitations, 
and promises, in the divection of ticir duty furnished by the pre- 
cepts, and in the enlargement of their religious knowledge, pro- 
duced continually by the doctvines. These benefits are experienc. 
ed, and declared, by those of the humbiest character: even by chil- 
dren and servants: andit is remarkable, that those, who have found 
difliculties in such passages of Scripture,as especially direct the faith 
practice, and hopes, of mankind, lave never found these difficulties 
in the want of an obvious meaning, but in their own unwillingness 
to receive that meaning, and intheu wishes to find out some other 
which would better suit with own preconceived opinions. 

To the observatious under this head, two objections may not 
improbably be made. The first is: that much of the Scriptural lan- 
guage is figurative, and therefore obscure. 

To this objection, I answer, that, although the language of the 
Scriptures is extensively figurative, it is not for that reason ob- 
secure. Figurative language, when used according to the dictates 
of nature, is scarcely at all less obvious, or less easily understood, 
than that, which is literal. Savages, and little children, use fig- 
urative language more than any other persons; and yet all, which 
they use, is perfectly understood by other savages, and other little 
children, to whom it is addressed. The figures, employed in the 
Scriptures, are those of mere nature; and are, therefore, generally 
at least, easily explained by the mind of every one, who knows the 
language of nature. he figurative phraseology in the Bible, 
which is obscure, is, ordinarily. not that, which the writers intend- 
ed to use; but that which is made figurative by those, who com- 
ment on their writings. 

it is ever to be remembered, that the figurative language of the 
Scriptures, though not uttered by children, nor savages, was form- 
ed by men in that state of society, which gives birth to the greatest 
simplicity of style. Accordingly, it has in every age been pronounc- 
od by men of all descriptions, who are acquainted with it, to be the 
strongest example of such simplicity, whichis in our possession: 
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Every rhetorical writer, who has made the style of the Scriptures 
a subject of discussion, has passed upon it this sentence without 
even a qualification. ‘This is so well known, that I should hardly 
be excused, should I attempt to prove it. Nor is there, within my 
knowledge, an exception to the remark, beside what is furnished by 
men, Who take up the subject with an express intention to make it 
the means of weakening, or of overthrowing, some theological doc- 
trine, or doctrines, and of establishing others, In this case, the 
opinions of avy men are to be admitted with caution: since it is uni- 
versally acknowledged, that persons so circumstanced will bend 
their judgment, and consequently pervert even tie Scriptures them- 
selves, under the strong biases, generated by the spirit of contro- 
versy. The sentence is not here a rhetorical, but a theological de- 
cision. , : 

Whatever difficulties of this nature such men may find, or make, 
they are usually not found by plain men. ‘The proof is complete. 
We hear no complaints on this subject from our own plain coun- 
trymen. I donot remember, that L ever heard a plain man object 
any obscurity to the Scriptures, certainly none of any serious im- 
portance. arising from their figurative plirascology. About the 
doctrines they find many difficulties; but none, which respect the 
figurative nature of the langnage. 

The Scriptures have within a few years been very extensively 
distributed among heathen nations, particularly in Hindoostan. 
It isunnecessary tu observe, that the people of that country are, as 
a body, much less enlightened tian the plain people of this. Men, 
Who are inquisitive concerning the progress of Christianity in the 
world, know, that missionaries, and others, have published nume- 
vous aceounts concerning the manner, in Which the Scriptures have 
been received, and understood, by the Hindoos, In these recitals, 
the difficulties, started up in the minds of that people by reading the 
Scriptures, have not been forgotten. I have read many of these 
reports, and do not remember ainong them all a single specimen of 
complaints concerning the cbscurity of the Scriptural language, 
supposed to be derived from its figurative nature. Could this 
have happened, if difliculiies of this kind were either numerous, or 
of serious importance? 

Permit me also to observe, Mr. Editor, that those gentlemen, 
Whosay the most on this subject, do not in my view appear to feel 
all, which they express. The difficulties, of which they complain, 
spring, if | may credit their own accounts of them, much less from 
the figurative language of the passages, which they specify, than 
irom the doctrines, which those passages seem obviously to ex- 
Press. Such passages, as they suppose obviously to favor the doc- 
'rines, embraced by themselves, are, I think, never mentioned by 
them as having their meaning obscured by figurative phraseology. 
hose on the contrary, which ave considered as opposing their fa- 
vorite doctrines, are universally, or very generally, mentioned by 


them as being not alittle embarrassed by this phraseology.» Here 
Vox. XID. 6 
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the difficulty lies, plainly, not in the language, but in the doctrine, 
which it is supposed to contain. 

To give anexample, which must have often struck with no small 
force every reader of theological writings; whenever the Deity of 
Christ, or the Personality of the Holy Ghost, is apparently assert- 
ed in the Scriptures, however obvious, and literal, the assertions 
may. seem, they are almost universally considered by several classes 
‘of writers as being strangely and perplexingly figurative. But 
can it be supposed, that any sober man of common sense, much 
more that the Spirit of God, should write, or dictate, in such a man- 
ner, as to be plain and obvious on all other subjects, and obscurely 
figurative, and perplexing, on these two, and such as are insepara- 
bly connected with them. 

Secondly: It-is objected, that several subjects, and particularly 
doctrines, declared in them, are profound and mysterious; and demand 
the greatest human understanding to comprehend them. 

Concerning this objection I observe, that the doctrines and pre- 
cepts, necessarily connected with salvation, are unattended with 
any difficulty, except what arises from our inclinations. Many 
doctrines, actually revealed, are inexplicable in their nature; and 
many others, in their antecedents, attendants, and conseqtients. 
They are connected with many things, with which their connec- 
tion is inexplicable. In both cases we may find, or make, difficul- 
ties: but the difliculties do not arise, in the proper sense, from the 
Revelation, but from our curiosity. I will illustrate this assertion 
by an example. We are taught, that the soul will exist in a sepa- 
rate state. There is no difliculty in admitting the truth of this de- 
claration; nor any want of evidence, that it is true; because it is a 
declaration of God. But if we suffer our curiosity to wander in a 
series of inquiries, in order to find out where, what, and how long: 
we may easily meet with so many, and so great difliculties, that we 
may be ultimately induced, as others probably have been, to reject 
the doctrine altogether. Weare taught, that there will be a resur- 
rection: and our understanding easily receives the instruction. 
But the single question, «Will the same body rise?”? may easily in- 
volve us in a sufficient number of perplexities to cast extreme ob- 
scurity over the resurrection itself, and persuade us with Hymene- 
us and Philetus, to say that the resurrection is past already. All 
such difficulties arise, not from the thing revealed, but from the 
philosophical curiosity, with which it is investigated by ourselves. 
Let it ever be remembered, that the decisions, furnished by this in- 
vestigation, are never matters of faith, and never obligatory upon 
the conscience; and that the investigation itself is very often per- 
plexing as well as idle, and mischievous as well as useless. He. 
who will be contented to take his Maker at his word, will rarely 
find himself embarrassed. But, in order to do this, he must be pre- 
ty to yield up every opinion of his own to the declarations of 
God. 

To exhibit the justness of these views, I observe, that the relig- 
ious part of the Christian church has adopted a single system of doc- 
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trines, from the Apostle’s days to the present time. The observing 
reader of Ecclesiastical History, will find this truth irresistibly 
forced upon him, as his eye is passing through the annals of Chris- 
tianity. The most remarkable example of it is presented to us by 
the almost absolute harmony of the confessious, and creeds, adopted by 
the several Protestant countries. Christians, therefore, have in ev- 
ery age and country found the language of the Scriptures sufficient- 
ly plain, and the meaning sufficiently obvious, to unite in the con- 
struction of the former, and the adoption of the latter. Nor have 
they felt any material embarrassment, either from the figurative na- 
ture of the phraseology, used by the writers, or the profoundness 
of the doctrines, which they have disclosed. 

But the meaning, adopted by the great body of Christians in the 
several ages of the Church, is beyond all reasonable doubt the true 
meaning. It cannot be supposed, that God would leave his child- 
ren, as a body, materially to mistake the meaning of his Word; 
nor cause his Word te be so written, that they would of course mis- 
take the meaning in this manner, while reading it with diligence, 
integrity and reverence. But, if the obvious meaning be not the 
true one, both these suppositions must, so far as I can see, be admit- 
ted. (To be continued. ) 


REVIEW. 


XC. Pamphlets on the Unitarian Controversy. 
(Concluded from page 178.) 


(ue only remainjng grand topic, on which Mr. Channing dwells, 
for the purpose of substantiating the charge of falsehood, is ex- 
pressed by him as follows: «The Review asserts, that these minis- 
ters and liberal Christians[i.e, the ministers of Boston and its vicinity 
and the great body of liberal Christians] are guilty of hypocritical 
concealment of their sentiments, and behave in a base, cowardly and 
hypocritical manner.” p. 5. Now we have shown at large, under 
a preceding head, that we made no assertion at all, concerning the 
ministers of Boston generally, nor concerning the ministers of the 
vicinity generally, nor concerning the great body of liberal Chris- 
tians. It did not then occur to us, that Mr. Channing had ex- 
plained himself, on that subject, in his Remarks on Dr. Worces- 
ter’s First Letter. His explanation is in these words: «It is true, 
that this passage may be understood as charging the Review with 
asserting, that all the ministers of Boston of all denominations are 
Unitarians of Mr. Belsham’s school. I ought to have said, that 
the Review maintains—that the great body of liberal ministers in 
Boston and its vicinity, and of liberal Christians, are Unitarians, 
in Mr. Belsham’s sense of the word.” p. 5. And of course, Mr. 
Channing, after this explanation, is to be considered as having 
charged us with asserting, that «the great body of liberal minis- 
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ters in Boston and its vicinity, and of liberal Christians, are guilty 
of hypocritical concealment of their sentiments, and behave in a 
base, cowardly and hypocritical manner.” No such assertion 
was ever made by us. We made no sweeping declaration concern- 
ing ‘the great body of liberal ministers in Boston and its vicinity. 
We never mentioned the great body of liberal Christians. We an- 
imadverted, indeed, with some severity, on the concealment, which 
had been practised by the leading Unitarians in this countr y; that 
is, by a majority of these leading Unitarians; and from the repre- 
sentations of Mr. Belsham, Dr. 1 reeman, ind Mr. Wells, we cen- 
sured what these three gentlemen evidently considered as a tempo- 
rizing policy. We supposed the number of leading Unitarians te 
be not very lar ge; and as to the great body of liberal Christians, 
or even the great body of the liberal party in Massachusetts, there 
in nothing said in our Review, which can be tortured into 
a charge of concealment, or hypocrisy, on their part. In 
short, nothing is said about them, in reference to the ‘subject ef 
concealment or hypocrisy. So grossly inaccurate was Mr. Chan- 
ning, even after the errors of his Letter had been exposed. His 
inaccuracy unfortunately happens te be of a very mischievous kind; 
for many of his readers would suppose, if they relied upon: his 
statement, that we had called them artiul hypocrites, and would be 
highly exasperated, not only against us, but against Dr. Worces- 
ter and all who think as we do; when in fact we had said nothing 
about them, and had not even alluded to them in terms of reprehen- 
sion. We therefore propose to Mr. Channing and his advocates 
the following question, which they are requested to ponder and 
answer at thei leisure: In what page or pages of our Review do 
we assert, that «the great body of liberal Christians are guilty of 
hypocritical concealment of their sentiments, and behave ina base, 
cowardly and hypocritical manner?” If they cannot find any 
thing, (as they most assuredly cannot.) which bears even a remote 
likeness to this statement, let them confess that the char ee is alto- 
gether unfounded; and let Mr. Chanuing, before he attempts to 
write controversy ‘again, learn to state things as they are. 

We will now repeat in substance what we did say, on the topic 
under consideration, 

1. Werepresented the «defection from orthodoxy,’ in Boston and 
the vicinity, as having extended itself silently and covertly.’ p. 241. 
This is undeniably true, and is warranted by the testimony of Dr. 
Freeman. 

2, We declared it to be an ‘artifice practised systematically by 
a majority of the clergymen, who have led the way in this aposta- 
sy, to inculcate the opinion, that they did not differ armen from 
their clerical brethren throughout the country.’ p. 242. This is 
notoriously the fact. We produced a case to the purpose, and re- 
lated several circumstances of it particularly, as an example of 
what has often taken place. It is remarkable, that though Mr. 
©. does not deny that these circumstances were related with per- 
lect accuracy; though he probably knows that they were thus re- 
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jated; he is notwithstanding in very ill humor with us, for having 
produced a fact to verify our assertion. ‘This is hard indeed. It 
we make any serious allegation against the liberal party, and do 
not produce some evidence in support of it, the truth of the allega- 
tion is vehemently denied. If, foreseeing this result, we bring for- 
ward the declarations of leading members of the liberal party; de- 
clavations made with great earnestness, and on a public occasion; 
we are accused of the «degrading practice of publishing what peo- 
ple say.”* ‘Thus, when we charged the liberal party with having 
patronized and circulated the Improved Versio:+» the charge was 
very angrily repelled. We immediately produced a varicty of 
facts, completely sufficient, in our opinion, to support the charge. 
The facts were not, and could not be, denied. ‘They caine into our 
possession unsought. And yet for stating incontrovertible facts, to 
refute a vehement charge of falsehood and calumny, we were at- 
tacked with nothing but sneers. We were represented as going 
about for the purpose of collecting gossiping stories. ‘This disin- 
genuous example Mr. C, has been willing to imitate. 

We could state several facts in support of what we alleged as to 
the artifice, which has been practised. We will state one. Mr. 
Channing may call it a “story,” if he pleases; it is at any rate the 
truth, When Mr. Codman was persecuted, because he would not 
pledge himself to exchange ministerial labors with certain mem- 
bers of the liberal party, it was a common saying in that party, that 
he was not authorized to suppose there was any great difference of 
opinion between him and his clerical neighbors; and that they all 
preached «those great truths and precepts,” (to use the words of 
Mr. C.) «about which there is little contention.” 

If it should be said, that our crime lies in calling this conduct by 
the name of artifice, when it is no more than a charitable opinion 
respecting the differences among professed Christians; and when 
those, who express such an opinion, do in fact honestly think the 
differences between them and the orthodox to be comparatively un- 
important; we answer: First; the declaration, that the persons in 
question do not differ materially from the orthodox, produces a very 
different effect from that which would be produced by a frank and 
full statement of the points of difference. This the liberal party 
know perfectly well. Hence their attachment to general and am- 
biguous terms. Secondly; these very persons show, in many in. 
stances, that they themselves think these differences to be vastly im- 
portant. “Thirdly; whenever the liberal party, in this or any other 
country, have deemed it expedient or necessary to avow their opin- 
ions openly, they insist strenuously on the amazing value of their 
improvements in theology. We feel justified, therefore, in having 
used the word artifice. 

5. We gave it as our judgment, that the conduct of the congre- 
gation at the Stone Chapel, «and of their minister, in coming out 
openly, and avowing their sentiments to the world, is vastly prefer- 


*Mr. Channing’s Letter. p. 36. 
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able to a hypocritical concealment of them.” p. 251. We then in. 
timated, that ‘other societies had not followed their example,’ 
That we were right in this intimation Mr. Wells plainly testifies, 

4. We said, that Mr. Belsham’s object, in publishing a certain 
letter, “was, doubtless, to chastise the Boston clergy for their cow- 
ardice in concealing their religious opinions.” p.260. ‘That such 
was Mr. Belshain’s object, no person who reads that letter, and 
Mr. Belsham’s remarks upon it, can doubt for a moment. If we 
have been correctly informed, some of the Boston clergy felt this 
chastisement ver.« keenly before our Review was written. 

5. We intimated, ‘hat those «advocates of Socinianism, who had 
clandestinely crept into orthodox churches, by forbearing to con- 
tradict the faith of these churches, and had then moulded their 
hearers by negative preaching,’ were chargeable with ‘cunning and 
policy;’ that the apostles did not act thus; and that such conduct is 
‘sbase and hypocritical,’ and «common honesty revolts at it.” p. 
260, ‘The only question here must be, whether there have been 
any advocates of Seucinianism, who have crept into orthodox 
churches in the manner here described. If there have been, we 
contend that the language, which we used, is not unwarrantably 
severe. In that case, we have nothing to retract, nor to repent of. 
We frankly avow, that we believe there have been such persons. 
Our proofs shall appear presently. 

6. We said, “the idea that a minister believes the truths of the 
Gospel to be of infinite importance, and still conceals them, is in- 
compatible either with fidelity or integrity.” p, 261. This was a 
general observation, for the correctness of which we appeal to the 
consciences of Unitarians themselves. 

We are not backward to admit, that the passages, to which we 
have now referred, contain language of strong censure and severe 
reprehension. Let us look a little at the documents which called 
forth this reprehension. 

Dr. Freeman, after stating in his letter to Mr. Lindsey, that «he 
Unitarian doctrine was upon the increase,’ and that she was ac- 
quainted with a number of ministers, who avowed and _ publicly 
preached it,’ goes on to say; «There are others more cautioqus, who 
content themselves with leading their hearers, by a course of ration- 
al but prudent sermons, gradwally and insensibly to embrace it. 
Though this latter mode is not what I entirely approve, yet it pro- 
duces good effects. For the people are thus kept out of the reach 
of false opinions, and are prepared for the impressions which will 
be made on them by more bold and ardent successors, when these 
timid characters are removed off the stage.”? This passage we quo- 
ted, at p. 252. Does it not plainly charge “these timid charat- 
ters” with concealment of their opinions? We gave great offence 
by saying, that «*many well-meaning people were led in the dark.” 
What says Dr. F. about eertain ‘more cautious ministers, who con- 
tented themselves with leading their hearers gradually and insensibly 
to embrace Unitarianism?’ These cautious men were expressly 
distinguished by him from others, «who avowed and publicl: 
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preached? their sentiments. It appears, too, that Dr. Freeman's 
conscience could not approve of the conduct which he describes. 
Though these men were his friends; though they were embarked 
in the same cause with himself, and were really promoting that 
cause; yet he could not help secing the obliquity of the path, in 
which they were travelling. In short, Dr. F. represents them 
as being essentially different from what their hearers supposed them 
to be; as being themselves conscious of this difference; as opera- 
ting secretly, by keeping what he calls «false opinions” from the 
people of their charge; and as being induced to conceal their opin- 
ions by timidity. It Mr. Channing thinks such conduct fair, open, 
and honorable, we must be excused for forming and expressing a 
very different judgment. 

Let us now look at Mr. Wells’s letter, with a particular refer- 
ence to the subject of concealment. Of Unitarianism, this gentle- 
man declares, that wl:ile «its tenets have spread very extensively 
in New England, he believes there is only one church professedly 
Unitarian.’ What a picture is here! A sect has prevailed very 
extensively ina great country; and yet it comprises but a single 
congregation of persons, who make an open profession of their doc- 
trines. Volumes could not say more. Mr. Channing contends, 
that Mr. Wells used the word Unitariamsin its largest sonse, as 
comprising all who are not Trinitarians; and Mr. Wells assures 
us, that such was the fact. Of course, Mr. Wells here testifies 
most explicitly, that but one congregation in New-England was 
professedly Anti.trinitarian; although the sect had prevailed 
very extensively, and although, as he immediately afterwards in- 
forms Mr. Belsham, ‘most of the Boston clergy and respectable 
laymen are Unitarian,’ i. e. Anti-trinitarian. Was there ever a 
system of concealment more perfect, and more universal than this? 

Again; Mr. Wells declares, that ‘most of the Boston clergy, 
and respectable laymen, do not think it at all necessary to conceal 
their sentiments on these subjects, but express them without the 
least hesitation, when they judge it proper.’ We remark here, that 
Mr. Wells is obviously desirous of giving his correspondent a just 
view of the state of Unitarianism in this country. He is commu- 
nicating information; he is telling news. His very declaration, 
that the Unitarians, clergy and laity, did not think it necessary to 
conceal their sentiments, imports either that they had thought. it 
necessary, or that Mr. Belsham supposed they had. We believe it 
wuports both; for if the Unitarians had never thought it necessary 
6 conceal their sentiments, why does Mr. Wells use the present 
tense? Who ever thought, by the way, of saying that the orthodox 
do not think it necessary to conceal their sentiments? Who ever 
supposed they did? Whether in a majority or a minority, whether 
tnjoying religious liberty or suffering under persecution, they have 
never thought it necessary to conceal their sentiments; but they 
have thought it necessary te avow, to preach, and to defend, their 
Sentinents, as the truth of God, under every species of obloquy anc 
Persecution, and at the hazard of their reputation, their persona! 
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comfort, and their livgs. We submit it to the reader, whether 
Mr. Wells’s expression does not imply further, that the Unitarians 
would conceal their sentiments, if they thought it at all necessary, 

But these gentlemen ‘express their sentiments without the least 
hesitation!” When? Indeed, when should they, but—*wHEN THry 
JUDGE Iv Prorer?”” Very well. But when do they judge it pro- 
per? Do these Boston clergy, of whom Mr, Wells speaks, judge if 
proper to express their sentiments, on the amazingly important 
subject of the Trinity, from the pulpits Not they, if Mp. Wells is 
to be believed. We speak of the time when Mr. W.’s letter was 
written; i.e. March, 1812; for he expr essly states, that, excepting 
the Chapel, «sthe controversy is seldom or never introduced into the 
pulpit.” Will it be said, that Mr. Wells means only, that Unitari- 
anism was not discussed in the pulpit in a controversial manner? 
We reply, that he must have meant more than this, for he after- 
wards says, that «the majority of those who are Unitarian are per- 
haps of these sentiments, without any distinct consciousness of being 
so.” Of course, this majority of Unitarians never heard any thing 
about the subject, certainly nothing clear and distinct on it, from 
the pulpit. We think the inference altogether inevitable. People 
have usually thought, that the pulpit is the place, whence a minis- 
ter’s religious doctrines are to be learned; and the thought is not un- 
natural. It is generally taken for granted, that the apostles de- 
clared ‘all the counsel of God,” in their public preaching. But in 
these days of improvement, a considerable number of clergymen 
abstain utterly from introducing into the pulpit a subject, which, 
as all admit, forms a most important part of the Christian scheme. 
Do these Unitarians judge it proper to disclose their sentiments 
through the medium of the press? Not under their own names. 

Mr. Wells says, “if publications make their appearance attacking 
Unitarian sentiments, they are commonly answered with spirit and 
ability.” But the answers here referred to have always appeared 
either in the Anthology, or the Repository; and if any charge ts 
brought against the liberal party, on account of pieces contained i in 
these works, the very preferring of such a charge is resented as 4 
high indignity: and the Anthology and Repository are laid aside 

with as little ceremony, as though ‘they were bundles of old alma- 
nacs. If we express a conviction, that a particular paper was 
written by a certain individual, although it was notoriously and un- 
deniably written by him, yet the very “suggestion of such a thing is 
treated as though it were a slander cast upon the writer. T ruly 

the liberal party must acquire more courage, or they can never 

expect to be acknowledged as the open, frank, and prosperous sect; 
which some of their late writings would persuade us that they ar. 

They must learn not to be ashamed of their own works, the firsi 

moment these works are laid to their charge. In reference to the 
concealment, which’ has been practised, Mr. Wells says, This 
state of things appears so favorable to the dissemination ‘of correct 
sentiments, that I should perhaps regret a great degree of excite- 

ment in the public mind upon these subjects.” We believe that 
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Mr. Wells and his party have judged v@gy correctly, in supposing 
ssuch a state of things’ to be «favorable t&the dissemination’ of their 
sentiments. ‘his concealment will be less easily practised hereafter. 
‘he public will see what the event will be. 

We shall dismiss the subject of concealment by a hasty reference 
io Mr. Belsham. This gentleman, the historian of Unitarianism 
in New England, the correspondent and friend of many individuals 
of the liberal party in Boston, evidently took it for granted, that a 
system of concealment prevailed in that party; a concealment which 
disguised itself under the plausible names of prudence, candor, and 
alove of peace, but wlich appeared to him nothing better than a 
cowardly abandonment of the truth, the result of a miserable time- 
serving policy. ‘This was Mr. Belsham’s view of the matter; and 
it must be confessed, that he had some opportunities of coming a 
the true state of the case. In giving the account of Mr. Sherman’s 
dismission, he animadverts, in strong terms, on the inconsistency 
of the prudent council, as he ironically terms it. For this account 
we refer the reader to p. 264, inf our Review. In his reflections on 
Nir. Abbot’s dismission, Mr. Belsham is still more severe. «Thus 
again,’ says he, «we see the sacred cause of Christian truth, sacri- 
liced 10 a mean and temporizing policy; and the faithful champion 
of truth, the amiable, useful, and beloved pastor, torn from his 
weeping flock, and consigned to poverty and solitude, for the sake 
of preserveng a hollow, deceitful, temporary peace. But this can- 
not last long; nor can such a measure be approved by the great 
Head of the church.’ Let the liberal party look well to this piece 
of Unitarian history. Let them consider, that the council here de- 
scribed was a liberal council, and that their conduct is thus stigma- 
tized by a liberal historian. What did this council sacrifice? «The 
sacred cause of Christian truth.” ‘To what did they sacrifice it? 
“lo a MBEAN and TEMPORIZING policy.” What else did they 
sacrifice? **Mhe faithful champion of truth.’ From what motives? 
«For the sake of preserving a hollow. deceitful, temporary peace.” 
llow does God regard such a proceeding? It cannot «be approved 
by the great Head of the church.” Who says all this? Not the 
Panoplist Reviewer, but Mr. Belsham. Let our readers weigh the 
condemnation here pronounced, and judge whether it is not heavier 
than any which our Review contained, 

Again; Mr. Belsbam, in his comments on a letter which he had 
received from this country, goes upon the presumption, that con- 
cealment was systematically practised by the Boston clergy. He 
adinits, that it cannot be expected, «upon the common principles 
of human nature,” that ¢a body of clergy, nursed in the lap of ease 
and affluence,’ should make ‘‘an open profession of unpopular 
truth.” «Yet still.”’ says he. «it cannot reasonably be hoped, that 
truth will make any visible and rapid progress, till her advocates 
rise above the fear of man, and the love of ease, and are willing, with 
the apostles of Christ, and the reformers of every age, to forsake 
all and to sacrifice their dearest interests in her glorious cause.” 
Mr. B. supposes himself to differ from his Boston friends, not only 
Vou. XIL. 27 
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in reference tothe questign of duty, but on the score of policy also. 
He thinks, that the open preaching of Unitarianism would accelerate 
its progress wonderfully. Mr. Wells thinks otherwise; and we 
are altogether of Mr. Wells’s opinion. We therefore think it a 
point of immense importance, an acquisition of very great value, 
that many members of the liberal party have been driven from their 
concealment, and compelled to avow their sentiments. So far as 
our Review has been instrumental in producing this result, we have 
great reason to congratulate ourselves. 

It is curious to observe how cautious Mr. Channing is not to of- 
fend Mr. Belshain by finding any fault with his representations, 
A book may be published throughout Great Britain, and parts of it 
may be reprinted and circulated throughout this country, which 
parts contain severe animadversions on the Unitarians among us; 
and yet all this is received with the most exemplary meekness, and 
without a word of contradiction or complaint. ‘The writer may 
go on to accuse prominent men in the party of pursuing a mean 
and temporixing policy, and to bestow upon them a variety of indig- 
nant and reproachful epithets. All this he may do as a friend, and 
through anxiety for the cause in which he and they are embarked. 
But when we simply repeat his charges, and rely upon the accura- 
cy of his representations, though they generally correspond with 
all our own knowledge on the subject, we are assailed in the mosi 
violent manner, as the basest of slanderers. In regard to the 
charge of concealment and hypocrisy, let Mr. Channing settle his 
accounts with Dr. Freeman, Mr. Wells, and Mr. Belsham; Jet him 
come forward to the public, and not fear to repeat the words from 
the mouths of these gentlemen; let him take paragraph by para- 
graph, and sentence by sentence, and show, if he can, that these 
three witnesses prove the liberal party to be frank, open, bold, and 
conscientious, in the public avowal of their sentiments; and _ then, 
but not till then, let him complain of our statements. 

Thus have we examined all the most important charges, which 
Mr. Channing brought against us. We have stated the true mean- 
ing of the offensive passages in our Review, and that meaning we 
have felt both able and willing to defend. As a strong confirma- 
tion of the positions which we have taken, it may be mentioned. 
that Dr. Worcester and the Reviewer in the Vermont Adviser, 
each examining the subject for himself, came to the same result. 
and completely vindicated our Review from the charge of falsehood 
and misrepresentation. 

We now proceed to examine the controversy between Mr. Chan- 
ning and Dr. Worcester. It may appear to some of our readers. 
that we have occupied too many pages with an exposure of Mr. 
Channing’s nnadvised and unfounded charges against us. But we 
ask them to consider, whether something was not due to our own 
character, thus violently assailed by a clergyman of high standing 
in his party, a man who had no small share of reputation depending 
on the validity of his accusations. We are sanguine enough te 
suppose, also, that the further disclosure of the views, designs, and 
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character of the liberal party, which the present article has al- 
ready made, will not be useless; and that candid men cannot 
perceiving, that all our disclosures concerning this party have been 
made with caution, deliberation, and a sacred regard to truth. 
Qur friends will also remember, that when a complete answer is 
uttempted, it should be really what it professes te be, and not a hur- 
vied discussion; and that false charges may be made in half a page, 
or even in half a sentence, which it must take many pages to re- 
fute particularly and effectually. Should a similar attack be made 
upon the Panopli-t hereafter, it is probable that a very brief notice 
of it will be sufficient. 

The calm and dispassionate manner, in which Dr. Worcester 
examines the charge of concealment, is truly admirable, and must 
have been prodigiously mortifying to Mr. C. and_ his liberal 
friends. Our readers shall be favored with the following speci- 


mech. 


“It does, however, appear to me very clear, that Dr. Freeman, Mr. 

Wells, and Mr. Belsham did suppose, and that in the documents on which 

the Reviewer principally relies as his vouchers, they do represent, that lib- 

cral ministers, and other liberal gentlemen have judged it proper, not to 

make ordinarily a free and full disclosure of their sentiments: that they have 

in fact thought it expedient to temporize. Whether, in this opinion of you 

and your brethren, those gentlemen are correct or not, you must have been 
apprised, that the opinion is not peculiar to them, but very extensively prev- 

alent: prevalent, not among those only, whom you would consider your ad- 
versaries, but also among your friends. Hundreds and hundreds of times 

‘ave ] heard it uttered from various quarters, with various expressions of 
approbation and disapprobation; and never, in any debate or conversation, 

as I recollect, have I heard the truth of it denied, or called in question. It 

sxeems indeed to have been received as an established, uncontested fact, that 
ministers of the liberal class were not accustomed to be unreserved and ex- 

| plicit in the public avowal and declaration of their sentiments. 1 confess to. 
vou, Sir, that I had so received it; nor did I ever imagine that in so receiv- 
ing it, there was any thing injurious or uncharitable: for 1 did suppose 
that you and your liberal brethren held it as a maxim, founded upon rea- 
sons satisfactory to your own minds, that a degrec of reserve and conceal- 
, ment, greater or less according to circumstances, was prudent, and justifia- 
ble, and praiseworthy. In this supposition I have been from time to time 
strengthened, by conversations with respectable individuals of the class, and 
hot a litthe confirmed by what I have occasionally heard from the pulpit. I 


a 


ra a > : 2D 

ge” pe Skee oo SSO 5 
<- - 

or ; atu 


en see 


See iee eee 


= 


Re 


Fe a 
F_. wena 
- ent ¥ > Snip 


’ have now in very fresh remembrance some sentiments to this effect, deliver- 
‘ ‘dc in a sermon which I heard at an ordination in Boston a few months ago; 
i aud in which the preacher very distinctiy, and with considerable amplification 


ucid forth that, though in some places it might be well, and “contribute to 
she faith and virtue of the people,” for a mimister openly and plainly to de- 
Care his sentiments, yet in other places it would not be prudent or proper; 
’ “nd in regard to this, the gentleman then ordained was affectionately and 
. “arnestly advised to regulate himself, according to the habits of thinking and 

‘celing, the prejudices or freedom frem prejudice, which he should find to 
: Prevail among his people.” pp. 17, 18. 


Dr. W, then expresses his surprise at Mr. Channing's denial of 
concealment, on the part of himself and his brethren. This denial, 
however, is accounted for, on the assumption of Mr. C, that he and 
‘NS friends «perpetually urge those great truths and precepts about 
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which there is little contention;’ while, as Dr. W. alleges, ‘they 
studiously refrain from encountering the opinions of any of the va- 
rious denominations of Christians, who differ from them.’ Dr. W, 
then urges, With irresistible force, that according to Mr. Chan. 
ning’s own account of the matier, the liberal clergy abstain from 
expressing their opinions on -any of the primary, any of the pecu- 
liar doctrines and institutions of the Gospel.’ This is enough to 
settle the question of concealment finally and forever. 

Mr. C. had said, «to believe with Mr. Belsham is no crime;” 
and yet Mr. C. admits Mr. Belsham to be in great errors, Fur- 
ther, Mr. C. has said, in a printed sermon, that she was unwilling 
to believe that infidelity can never be traced to causes, which may 
absolve it from guilt.’ In other words, infidelity may be perfectly 
innocent. Dr. W. appeals to Scripture on this subject; and we 
need not say, that Mr, C.’s position must instantly fall under se- 
vere condemnation, if Scripture is permitted to decide. Dr, W. 
then urges the practice of the apostles, and the estimation in which 
they held religious error, as being totally different from the systein 
recommended by the liberal party and their champion. 

The third topic of Mr. Channing’s letter is occupied with the 
subject of the separation, which we had pressed upon the orthodox. 
We have not been willing to consider this topic as belonging ex- 
clusively to ourselves; and have purposely left it to be discussed 
as a part of the more gencral controversy. Mr. Channing says, 
indeed, referring to our Reyiew, that he believes «this is the first 
instance, in which Christians have been deliberately called to deny 
us [the Unitarians] the Christian name and privileges.” It has 
been an involuntary exclamation, when this pasaage has been read 
by persons at a distance, «Mr. Channing must be a very ignorant 
man!” We answer, not so ignorant as he is passionate and un- 
guarded. It does truly evince a most deplorable inattention to 
what is taking place, and has always been taking place since the 
Christian era, to say, that the name and privileges of Christians 
have never been denied to Unitarians of any class, till our Review 
set the example. Perhaps Mr. C. would confine his assertion to 
this country. Very well. Let him Jook at this country. Sever- 
al years ago, the General Association of Connecticut, a body which 
represents all the congregational clergy in that state, resolved, that 
no clergyman ought to exchange ministerial labors with any man, 
claiming to be a Christian minister, if he denied the Divinity of 
Christ, Did not the Anthology complain of this decision? But 
Mr. C. did not read the Anthology. Again; the General Assem- 
bly of the Presbyterian Church in the United States resolved, two 
or three years ago, that baptism, administered by a Socinian, was 
null and void; and the resolution was taken, as a practical conse- 
quence of the opinion, that heretics of this class are not to be re- 
ceived as Christians. Was not this decision loudly complained of 
by the Boston clergy? and was not Mr. C. one of the complainers? 
It is beyond question the fact, that the orthodox generally do con- 
sider many of the clergy, who are members of the liberal party, 
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exerting an influence hostile to Christianity; as leading their hear- 
ers away from the truth; as depriving the pious of the great sources 
of gratitude and consolation, and imparting a vain confidence and 
presumption to careless sinners. That all the members of the party, 
and all who are claimed as belonging to it, exert precisely the same 
kind of influence, nobody supposes; but that the general influence of 
the party is of the unhappy and mischievous character just described 
must certainly be admitted, if the doctrines of the Retormation are 
the doctrines of the Bible. The orthodox have examined the Scrip- 
tures fur themselves, as we presume they havea right to do; and 
they are unwilling to give up the plain declarations of the word of 
God, the testimony of their own consciences, and the result of all 
their observation and experience, on the lofty assumptions of any 
setof men. They conceive the doctrines of the ‘Trinity, the Di- 
vinity of Christ, the entire depravity of man, regeneration by the 
Holy Spirit, the absolute and universal government of God, justifi- 
cation by faith alone, the unalterable state of the righteous and the 
wicked in the world to come, and many other doctrines connected 
with these, to be clearly taughtin the Bible. ‘They conceive, also, 
that these doctrines derive every possible confirmation and support 
from the history of the church and the world, and from all that 
takes place within and around them. ‘Thus conceiving, they can- 
not but regard the subverters of these doctrines as the subveriers 
of the Gospel, and the promulgators of another Gospel, which, be- 
ing essentially different from the true in all its fundamental articles, 
is not to be received as the Gospel of our Lord and Savior Jesus 
Christ. 

Mr. Channing seems not to know how to discuss the question of 
separation on its merits; but resorts instantly to those topics, which 
are Calculated to awaken the passions of his friends and admirers. 
There is scarcely an attempt at argument, if we except a quotation 
from Dr. Campbell on Heresy, a passage of which the liberal par- 
ty ave immoderately fond. It seems to contain the sum total of 
their learning, and their reasoning, on this subject. They have 
published it, in substance at least, several times. They may rest 
assured, however, that Dr. Campbell’s decision is not calculated to 
terrify any man, who can read the New Testament, and think for 
himself. So far as it clashes with the practice of the orthodox, or 
With the course recommended in our Review, it cat: be easily refuted. 
We have no room to examine it herc, but may take ap the subject 
on some future occasion. 


Dr. Worcester discusses the call for separation with distinguish - 
ed ability. 


“It is tobe lamented,” sayshe, “that ona subject of this serious and momentous 

ind, you should have thought it proper so entirely to dispense with argument, 
and with all the scriptural considerations which, in relation to this subject, So 
forcibly press themselves upon the conscience and the heart; and to indulge 
So freely in vague declamation, poignant invective, and fervid appeal to pop- 
ular prejudices and passions. I know full well, and .oo many know, that this 
er the way to strike the minds of that great majority of mankind, to whom 
“hought and reflection are irksome; the method best adapted for the support 
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of a bad cause. I am fully aware of your advantages in this respect. But, 
Sir, a minister of Jesus Christ should esteem it a higher honor and a nobier 
achievement, to enlighten the understanding and correct the conscience of a 
single individual, than to rouse the passions and inflame the prejudices of 
thousands.—Declamation is always, for a very obvious reason, difficult to an- 
swer. Yours however, under the present head, is evidently bottomed on sev- 
eral assumptions, which | deem utterly inadmissible, and some of the princi- 
pal of which | propose to consider.” pp. 26, 27. 


The first assumption considered by Dr. W. is this: «That the points 
of doctrine, apon which Mr. C. and his liberal brethren differ from 
their opponents, are comparatively smail and trivial; not practical, 
but speculative merely, and such as do not materially affect Chris. 
tian character.’ This assumption is shewn to be utterly unfound- 
ed. ‘The creed of the higher classes of Unitarians is briefly com- 
pared with that of the orthodox, and proved to be fundamentally 
different; and the difference clearly appears to be much of a prac- 
tical nature. The scheme of Mr. Belsham is then considered; for 
Mr. Channing had pleaded for Mr. Belsham with no less confidence 
than for himself. This scheme is represented as «another Gospel” 
than that, which Paul preached; or at any rate, as a diverse Gos- 
pel from that which the orthodox receive. If one be true, the other 
must be false; so that there can be fo foundation for communion 
between the adherents to these totally different systems. 

The second assumption, which Dr. Worcester examincs, 1s, 
«That every separation between professed Christians is unjustifi- 
able; a criminal schism, the guilt of which is chargeable upon those 
who insist upon it as requisite.” p. 29. The nature of schism is 
here inquired into; and the discussion of this topic closes with the 
two following paragraphs. 


“How, indeed, is the fellowship for which you plead to be maintained? 
Upon this point you and your liberal brethren have taken care that we should 
be pretty fully informed. The orthodox churches must give up their creeds 
and covenants, their Psalms and Hymns and Doxolegies; must cease to Insist 
on, as important, the great doctrines which they now hold to be fundamen- 
tal and essential to the Christian faith; must exclude from their pulpits al! 
mysterious and controverted doctrines,—all that are not included in what!s 
fashionably called liberal or rational Christianity; must consent in a word, to 
have their preaching and worship conducted on such principles, and in such 
a2 manner, as willnot disturb the minds of liberal Christians, or Unitarians 
of any class!—Is not this, Sir, precisely the way most distinctly marked out, 
and most strenuously insisted on, in your periodical publications, in your ol 
dination sermons, and in all your discourses and conversations on this sub- 
ject? If the orthodox ministers and churches will only consent to all this, the 
thing is done; all will be love, and peace, and fellowship. Thatis, if they 
will consent to yield up as unscriptural or unimportant the doctrines of faith 
and the principles of worship, which they now hold most essential to Chris- 
tian character, devotion, and practice,—to hold it ‘no crime to believe as 
Mr. Belsham believes,” and, to worship as he worships; and thus ceas¢ to 
be orthodox, or in any respect materially different from those called liberal 
Christians; all the difficulty will be. removed, and the way will be open an 
easy for an established and permanent fellowship between them and Un 
tariaus of all degrees.—Ves, Sir: and if Unitarians would cease to be Unita 
rians, and become orthedox Christians, the way would be equally unod- 
structed. 
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“But here lies the difficulty. The orthodox ministers and churches will not 
consent thus to yield up their faith and their worship: and from the earnest 
and abundant labor and pains which you and your liberal brethren have 
employed, to bring them to these terms, it is manifest that, unless they will 
consent, you do not yourselves suppose there can be fellowship between you 
and them. Because they do not consent, you continually charge them with 
being bigoted, illiberal, uncharitable; and now seem disposed to charge them 
even with schism and heresy. But, Sir, if on account of their steadfast ad- 
herence to their faith and worship a separation and non-fellowship ensue, 
does it not deeply concern you, as well as them, very seriously to consider on 
which side the guilt will lie? Unquestionably, notwithstanding any thing which 
you have said of your‘own, or quoted from Dr. Campbell, it must lie on that 
side, which the Redeemer and King of Zion shall judge to have removed it- 
self from the foundation of the aposties and prophets.” pp. 30, 31. 


The sentence, with which this passage concludes, is well worthy 
of being considered by Mr. ©. and by all latitudinarians. ‘The 
question, «What is schism?” will be decided, not by a majority of 
votes; not by men of any class or character; particularly not by 
men, Who rely on their own reason as sufficient to direct them in 
the way to heaven, and who seem t» take great credit to themselves 
for kindness, when they make the path of life so broad, that nearly 
all may fancy themselves travelling in it: but this momentous ques- 
tion will be decided, according to the immutable word of God, with- 
out giving up one iota to the plausible declamation, or earnest 
wishes, of self-deceivers. How idle, then, is it, how arrogant, how 
presumptuous, to attempt to settle such a question, by a clamorous 
appeal to the expectations and hopes, the wishes and prejudices, of 
a narrow circle of persons, whe may choose to call themselves lib- 
eral and enlightened. The only rational and scriptural way of ex- 
ainining any subject, which relates to the great doctrines and du- 
tics of the Bible, is by a sober appeal to the Bible itself. We ad- 
mire a passage quoted from Kirwan’s Sermons, in the review of 
that work by the Christian Observer. «But in the midst of this 
scene of continual revolution, the Scriptures remain unchangeable 
as the Source from which they sprung. Such as the first Chris- 
tians received and understood them, such are they at this hour; and 
such will they be when the heavens and the earth have passed 
away. Neither the force nor corruption of times can render them 
more austere or more indulgent.” 

The last assumption, which Dr W. takes up, is this: «That it 
can be only from a bigoted, uncharitable, and malignant spirit,— 
4 “proud, censorious, and overbearing temper,” that a separation 
can be proposed.” p. 31. Here Dr. W. remarks, that Mr. C. is di- 
rectly at variance with Mr. Belsham and others of the same party, 
Who loudly demand a separation. He then exposes the abuse of the 
Word charity, the sophistry to which this abuse leads, and advances 
to this question: «Would it conduce more to the promotion of truth 
lor the believers in the true Gospel to hold fellowship with the be- 
lievers in another Gospel, than to separate from them?” It will not 

€ easy for Mr. C. or any other man to answer the reasoning on 
this topic. If an answer should be attempted, we recommend that 
the first point to be established should be this: That it is impossible 
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for any man who says he is a Christian, and appears to lead a mor- 
al life, toembrace fundamental errors. When this point shall be 
clearly established, it will follow, that a large part of the New 
Testament is unmeaning, unreasonable, and of no authority what. 
ever. At this stage, in the course of their descent, Mr. Belshan 
and his particular friends have long since arrived. When the New 
Testament is arraigned, tried, condemned, and rejected by such 
men, they may easily imagine themselves to have proved any 
thing, Which may be flattering to their pride, or grateful to their 
feelings. 

Dr. W.closes the discussion of this topic with the following pa- 
thetic expressions. 


“In the mean time, Charity, heaven-torn Charity, must be allowed to weep 
and lament over the inroads of error and the desolations of Zion. Yes, Sir, 
charmed not at all with the so loudly chaunted praises of increased “light,” 
—abashed not at all by the disdainful sneers at imputed fanaticism,—she will 
weep—that her adored Lord is denied his divine honors, in the beloved city 
of our solemnities, where our fathers saw his giory, and delighted to celebrate 
his woncerful works of love and mercy.” p. 35. 


Mr. Channing did not think it proper to be silent on the appear- 
ance of Dr, Worcester’s First Letter. The flame, which his own 
letter to Mr. Thacher had kindled, was deadened, if not entirely 
quenched, by the flood of reasoning and eloquence so readily poured 
forth. It would not do to be silent. Something must be said. But 
we think most attentive readers will be convinced, that Mr. C. be- 
gun his Remarks with a mortifying consciousness of inferiority to 
his opponent; a consciousness, which no reasonable man will con- 
demn him for feeling. As he advances in his discussion, he writes 
with fluency and animation, though with a most deplorable deficien- 
ey of argument. Not one of the great points of Dr. Worcester’s 
Letter is taken up carefully, and examined leisurely, and with a 
view to produce conviction. ‘The utmost that Mr. C. appears to 
have aimed at, was, to escape without disgrace from the contest. 
‘L'wo apologies may be made for him. One is, that Dr. Worcester’s 
Letter could not be answered, as sucha production should be, (even 
on the supposition that its main positions were capable of being 
answered,) in a hasty pamphlet, designed to make a_ popular im- 
pression. ‘The other is, that Mr. (. is most eminently unfitted to 
become a controversial writer. He wants the patience, the acct- 
racy, the coolness, the sagacity, the powers of discriminatio), 
which are indispensable to the able management of a controve!’). 
On this subject, we suppose there is but one opinion, among thost 
who are qualified to judge, whether friends or opposers. 

The great points of Dr. W.’s Letter were, as our readers have 
seen, a vindication of our Review from the charge of falsehood; 2" 
examination of Mr. C.’s declaration, that to believe in error 1s 1 
crime; an exposure of the concealment practised by tue liberal party; 
and a detection of the various assumptions, which had afforded Mr. 
C. topics of such fervid declamation. As to the vindication of ou” 
Review, Mr. C. confesses that he had fallen into a slight inaccur 
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cy; but repeats substantially the same charges as_ before; charges 
which we have shewn to be unfounded. In one thing we cordially 
unite with him; that is, in referring the reader to the Review itself. 
As to the other points, not one of them is fairly met. We will give 
afew specimens of Mr. C.’s entire failure, to say the least, on 
subjects of very great Consequence. Dr. Worcester inquires, 


“Js not Mr. Belsham’s Gospel, as set forth in his creed, enother Gospel, 
than that which Pau! preached? If you are not willing to admit this; yet sure- 
ly you cannot hesitate a moment to admit, that it is another, than that which 
is held by orthodox Christians,—which is preached by orthodox ministers:— 
essentially different in every particular from the foundation to the top stone. 
One or the other of these schemes, then, must be what St. Paul denominates 
‘another Gospel,” and against which, and its abettors, he solemnly pronoun- 
ces his apostolic anathema. ‘The leading doctrines of Mohammed are not 
more diverse from the orthodox views of Christianity, than are those which 
you would have us hold in our fellowship. The followers of Mohammed be- 
lieve in Jesus Christ as a good man, and a great prophet; and are accus- 
tomed to regard him, I betieve, with as high? veneration, as are the lower 
Unitarians.” pp. 28, 29. 


In the passage here aljided to, St. Paul says, «Though we, or 
an angel from heaven, preach any other Gospel unto you, than that 
which we have preached unto you, let him be accursed. As we said 
before, so say L now again, if any man [any one, whether man, 
or celestial spirit] preach any other Guspel unto you, than that ye 
have received, let him be accursed.” It has been the fashion with 
writers of the liberal party to soften, and explain away, every 
scriptural expression, which scems harsh to their ears. But the 
mildest interpretation, which we remember to have seen, of the 
phrase, let him be accursed, is this; «let him be separated from you; 
hold no communion with him: acknowledge him not as a Christian 
teacher, or a Christian man.”” We have, then, an apostolical com- 
mand to withhold commanton from those who teach another Gos- 
pel.” How does Mr. C. interpret the passage? He avoids any di- 
rect notice of it, though Dr. Worcester had formally cited it, in a 
preceding page. But the substance of what Mr. C. has to say on 
this subject, is contained in the following sentences: 


“\e do not pass sentence like apostles on many subjects of controversy 
among Christians, for this very plain reason—that we are 70¢ apostles. We 
are, what we labor never to forget, uninspired and fallible men; and we are 
apt to distrust ourselves, when persons of intelligence and piety, see cause to 
ditfer from us in the interpretation of Scripture. We dare not preach like 
apostles, on points which have perplexed and divided men of the profound- 
est thought and t « purest lives; and we know from the genius and leading 
principles of Christianity, that these points are not, and cannot be, essential 
to salvation.” pp. 11, 12. 


What is this to the purpose of rejecting those, who preach anoth- 
er Gospel? Dr. W. did not say, that ministers at the present day 
aré apostles; nor did he urge any man to form new rules for the 
Sovernment of the church, and deliver them with the authority of 
an apostle. All he insisted on was, that Christians suould obey the 
Plain and express directions of one who was an apostle, whe 
Vor, XII. 28 
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wrote under the influence of divine inspiration, and who delivered 
an authoritative rule of conduct for the church in every age. We 
do not hesitate to say, that the turn which Mr. Channing attempt- 
ed to give to this subject is one of the most miserable subterfuges, 
to which a vanquished and forforn disputant ever had recourse. St, 
Paul was not informing the churches of Galatia what he was about 
to do, or what he had done, in the execution of his apostolical com- 
mission, and under the guidance of the Holy Spirit. He com- 
manded them what to do, in the exercise of a sound discretion and 
with a pure conscience; and through them he has commanded 
Christians of the present day what to do, in reference to any, who 
subvert the Gospel of Christ. Yes, he directed the plain, uneda- 
cated Christians of Galatia, and the same class of Christians in 
every age, to reject in the most decisive manner, every teacher of 
another Gospel. God himself has taught mankind, in this passage, 
that plain Christians, whe have heard the trne Gospel clearly 
preached, are able to distinguish it from any other Gospel; that 
they are bound thus to distinguish it; and that, far from being un- 
charitable in withholding communion from the teachers of another 
Gospel, this is a duty from which they cannot be excused. Mr. C., 
speaks of points, on which men of the profoundest thought, and 
the purest lives, are divided;? and which «we know,” says he, «are 
not, and cannot be, essential to salvation.””. How does Mr. Chan- 
ning know, that none of those points, ‘on which men of the pro- 
foundest thought, and the purest lives have been divided, are essen- 
tial to salvation’? What our readers may think on the subject we 
know not. but for ourselves, we set very lightly by this knowledge 
of Mr. Channing’s. Before it can be entitled to a moment’s consider- 
ation, Mr. C. must produce a revocation of the Apostle Paul's au- 
thority, and a substitution of his owngfor it would be dilfticult to 
state a more absolute contradiction. than that which exists between 
him and the Apostle. Mr. Channing would establish this infallible 
rule, in determining what doctrines are non-essential to sal- 
vation; viz. that every doctrine. concerning which men of the pro- 
foundest thought and the purest lives have been divided, is to be reck- 
oned in this class; so that none of these doctrines, nor all of them put 
together, can constitute «another Gospel.” But what saysthe Apos- 
tle? The passage which we have quoted, may be paraphrased _ thus: 
“Though L myself, commissioned, received, and accredited as an apos- 
tle, should attempt tosubvert the Gospel which I first preached to you; 
—though a celestial spirit, from the regions of light and glory, should 
promulgate another Gospe!;—you are bound immediately to reject, 
as the case may be, either me or him, as a false teacher, a repro- 
bate, lying under the curse of God. Should any one, I repeat the 
weighty decision;—should any one, whatever his character may 
be; how great so ever his attainments, his eloquence, his zeal; how- 
ever pure and holy his life may seem; though he appear to unite 
every desirable quality, from the inteflectual power and dignity of 
the highest seraph to the amiable docility of the loveliest child; yet, 
if he preaches a different Gospel from that which youhave alread} 
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received, he is to be rejected as a false teacher, a reprobate, lying 
under the curse of God. And whether he does preach a different 
Gospel, or not, you, plain Christians of Galatia, are to be the judg- 
es, without relying on his own plausible declarations, or those of 
his abettors. ‘The question is decided, once for all, that the doc- 
trines of every future preacher of the Gospel are to be judged of, 
not by his pretensions, not by his attainments, not by his apparent 
character, but by the unerring rule of Divine Revelation.” What 
becomes of Mr. Channing’s rule about men of the profoundest 
thought, and the purest lives? 

The same apostle says, in another passage, «Let God be true, 
but every man a Jiar;”’ thatis, as we understand it, «Let the plain 
declarations, Which God has made in his word, be received accord- 
ing to their obvious import; and let every man, who contradicts these 
declarations, be esteemed as a liar, a false teacher, a contemner of 
God’s word, whatever the pretensions of such a man may be, and 
however distinguished he may appear for integrity, sincerity, and 
sanctity.’ Which is to be followed, the Apostle, or Mx. Chan- 
ning? 

Happy is it for mankind, that the rule which Mr. Channing de- 
livers with such confidence, is pointedly condemned in the Bible. 
if adopted and acted upon, it would prove an ignis fatuus, leading 
into endless perplexity and difficulty, and abandoning its followers 
in the «great Serbonian bog” of universal skepticism. The direct 
tendency, if not the intention, of sanctioning this rule is, to per- 
suade the world, that there can be little danger in following, where 
men of the profoundest thought and the purest lives have led the 
way. All thata person has to do, then, in order to prove the safety 
of the doctrines which he holds, is to find some man, who is worthy 
to be acknowledged as a file-leader. ‘The only inquiries to be sei- 
tled are these two: Is the leader jn question a man of profound 
thought? Is he aman of a pure life? These questions once answer. 
ed in the affirmative, it is impossible that any doctrine, which this 
leader rejects, should be essential to salvation, 

Itis not difficult for a man to acquire the reputation of a deep- 
thinker, especially with his own followers. And when the reputa- 
tion is once acquired, it will be perpetuated in the sect, so long as 
the spirit of propagandism exists. Itimay justly be admitted, in 
deed, that the founders of most sects have been men of uncommon 
talents, of considerable acquirements, and of assiduous study. 
They have no doubt generally been well persuaded of the truth o! 
their schemes, and heartily devoted tothem. But all this does not 
prove, that their schemes have been any thing better than ‘wind 
and confusion.” 

Nor does it imply the existence of true religion, to have obtain- 
ed the reputation of leading a pure life. We think it very eas) 
for an infidel to lead as good a life. as that which has been in fact 
exhibited, by many professed Christians, who have been canoniz- 
cd, and almost idolized, by their friends and followers, : 
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Let us sce, for a moment, how an inquiry after truth would ap. 
pear, if conducted upon these principles. A certain man embraces 
a doctrine, which is founded in dangerous error. He is warned of 
his danger; but replies, «I have no fears; this doctrine has been 
embraced by men of the profoundest thought and the purest lives,” 
Suppose the fact to be, that his leaders are men of stupid minds and 
corrupt lives; how is he to be convinced of it? Whoever under- 
takes the task of convincing him, will run the hazard of being re- 
proached as a bigot, a calumniator, an unauthorized, and censori- 
ous judge of his fellow Christians. Thus the controversy, instead 
of resolving itself into a scriptural inquiry, degencrates into a mis- 
erable altercation about the personal character of certain leaders, 
who lived centuries ago, and thousands of miles from the scene of 
controversy;. and whose character, if they were living, and on the 
spot, could be justly estimated by no other than the Omniscient. 
Of all questions, those, which relate to the personal character of 
individuals, who are hated by one party and the favorites of anoth- 
er, are the most unlikely to be amicably settled. In the first place, 
all men have faults, which the eagle eyes of their enemies will be 
very apt to discover and magnify. Secondly; many virtues are 
changed into faults by the prejudices of an adversary. ‘Thirdly; 
most men possess qualities, which bear some resemblance to virtues, 
and which the voice of friendship, or of favoritisin, can eulogize as 
the most splendid of virtues. 

If a reputation for purity of life in a teacher is to be the pass- 
port for all the doctrines which he teaches, so far as to assure his 
followers, that there can be nothing dangerous in these doctrines, 
then the question, What is purity of hed will furnish a subject of 
endless debate. On no question whatever would there be a more 
radical difference of opinion. Must the purity of a teacher equal 
that of Dr Price, who, as Mrs. Barbauld is confident, might de- 
mand admission into heaven as a matter of justice? Or will it be 
sufficient to come up to the standard of Hume, who, in the opinion 
of Adam Smith, approached «as nearly to the idea of a perfectly 
wise and virtuous man, as perhaps the nature of human frailty will 
permit?” Or shall Rousseau be the model, who, after a life of impi- 
ety, vice, and infidelity, boasted that he was about to surrender his 
soul pure into the hands of his Maker? 

It has always been the policy of Unitarians to praise each other 
most extravagantly, as being possessed of every intellectual and 
moral endowment. The reason of this policy is very obvious. If 
the praise, which they lavish so freely, is not allowed to be just, 
they exclaim, What bigotry! What illiberality!) What an attach- 
ment to sect that must be. which can see nothing good out of its 
own pale! If the justice of their praise is in any respect admitted, or 
even if the subject of personal character is passed over in silence, 
they dwell long and often on the question, «Is it possible that such 
great men, such good men, the very best.men in the world, can be 
fundamentally erroneous?” In either of these alternatives, their 
appeal is not in vain to the passions and feelings of a large class of 
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readers. Yet these are the writers, who profess to decry a reli- 
ance on human authority! 

To leave this topic, on which we have dwelt longer than our lim- 
its can well afford, Dr. Worcester had used the word orthodox, as 
it is commonly used, as a term of distinction, not of praise. Mr. 
C. endeayors to take an advantage of this use of the word, under- 
stands it as a term of praise, and seems to make a very serious bu- 
siness of it, As the meaning of Dr. W. is perfectly apparent, we 
‘ really wonder what could induce Mr. C. to refuse his antagonist the 
common and proper use of a very common word. Drow: hing men 
catch very eagerly at straws. 

Mr. Channing says, p. 23, that the doctrine of the Trinity “has 
for ages s perplexed and distressed the mind of almost every reflect- 
ing Christian.” This is a specimen of the loose, random manner; 
in which Mr. C. customarily ventures his assertions. We are con- 
fident, that he labors under a great mistake on this subject. We 
have been personally acquainted with many reflecting Christians, 
in different conditions of life, from the aged, learned, pious divine, 
or the venerable, contemplative matron, to the thoughtful, devout 
_farmer or mechanic: from persons who resemble the late Dr. Rodg- 
ers and the late Mrs. Graham of New-York to those who are not 
unlike the Shepherd of Salisbury Plain; and we have not found 
them distressed in the manner described by Mr. Channing. We 
therefore utterly discredit his statement. It appears by Dr. 
Worcester’s Third Letter, that the doctrine of the Trinity does not 
‘distress his mind;’? and we know, that ‘many reflecting Christians’ 
ost cordially feel as he does, and unite with him in considering 
this doctrine, as a theme of delightful meditation, as a source of 
perpetual and holy joy. 

Lnitarians have always endeavored to make a display of their 
own numbers; and, in doing this, they have often set all truth and 
decency at defiance. When the subject of their great numbers is 
exhausted, they attempt to persuade their readers, that most pro- 
dessed Trinitarians are in fact Unitarians, if they only knew how 
lo tell what they believe; and, when driven from this ground, they 
(well upon the distressed and comfortless condition of 'Trinitarians. 
But these arts, separately or conjointly, will not answer the pur- 
pose intended. We mean not to deny, that the minds of individu- 
als have been distressed on the subject of the Trinity. That is 
probably the case with most of those, who ultimately become Uni- 
‘arians. But this distress can be traced to other causes, than the 
lysterious nature of the doctrine itself; and facts are far, very far, 
from w arranting the broad assertion, which we have just quoted. 

Mr. Channing says, p. 27, that the present controversy pri- 
marily relates to the moral character of the great body of liberal 
Christians. This is another random assertion, for w hich there is 
not the least color, or pretence. Neither our Review, nor Dr. 
Worcester’s Letter, said a single word, directly or implicitly, about 
the “ioral character of the great body of ‘liberal Christians.” 
¢ are sorry that Mr. C. had not taken some pains not to make 
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groundless assertions; especially such as have a direct tendency to | 


arouse the passions of this “great body of liberal Christians” with. 
out any reason. , 

In answer to Dr. Worcester’s declaration, addressed to Mp. 
Channing, «The Savior whem you acknowledge is infinitely inferi- 
or to ours,” Mr. C. says, p. 26, **We believe that GOD saves us 
hy his son Jesus Christ, in whom he dwells, and through whom he 
bestows pardon and eternal life. A higher Savior we do not know, 
and cannot conceive.” ‘To this passage Dr. W. very properly re., 
joins: “I did suppose you would yet acknowledge JESUS 
CHRIST to be your SAVIOR. Your declaration, however, if it 
has any pertinency, plainly imports that you do not.” Mr. C. en. 
deavors to evade the force of this rejoinder, in the Note to his sec- 
ond series of Remarks. It is impossible, however, to make out 
this evasion. Whatever Mr. C. intended, his language clearly 
disclaimed Jesus Christ as his Savior; and the declarations which 
he has quoted frem Scripture, as his justification, are not at all 
sunilar to the one in question. | 

Mr. Channing's defence of what he had said concerning our Re- 
view rests entirely upon the assumption, that he had stated nothing 
more than the “impression,” which it made on his own mind, and 
which it had a tendency to make on the minds of readers at large, 
He implicitly admits, that a «verbal critic, with a dictionary in his 
hand,” might make a great deal less of it, than he had actually 
made. In other words, we were not to be judged by the language 
which we had used; but by the impressions, which men excessively 
soaded and irritated by our disclosures, and greatly excited by 
inparting their angry feelings to each other, had hastily received 
fromit. Mr. C. applies the same rule of interpretation to Dr, 
Worcester’s Letter. He accordingly sums up, ina very obnoxi- 
ous form, what he states to be «the obvious import of the conclud- 
ing part of” that letter. As we have not room to enter ito pat: 
ticulars, we do not quote the passage. Soon after Mr. Channing’s 
Remarks appeared, Dr. W. addressed to him a Second Letter. A 
nrominent part of this letter is occupied ‘in proving, that Mr. ©. 
liad made «a flagrant inisstatement,” where he professes to give 
the “obvious import” of the First Letter; and in calling upon fim 
‘sto retract.” After correcting this misstatement, and several 
others of minor consequence. Dr. W. proceeds to show, at some 
jength the radical difference between Trinitarians and Unitarian. 
He shows, that the orthodox believe in the plenary inspiration of 
the Scriptures, and that Unitarians disallow such an inspiration: 
that the orthodox believe in the doctrine of the Trinity; that they 
hold this doctrine to be fundamentally important; that they believe 
in the divinity of Christ, in his incarnation, in his expiatory saci 
fice, and in justification by faith alone; while Unitarians reject 
these doctrines, or entirely explain them away. 

At the commencement of this Letter, Dr. W. expresses his <delib- 
evate judgment, in which he had the concurrence of all with whom 
he had conversed, that Mr. C. had not directly met him ata single 
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point, shown him to be incorrect in a single statement, nor refuted 
him in a single position, or argument; and, in a word, that Mr. 
(.’s Remarks were no real answer to his First Letter” Dr. W. 
then inquires, by what means Mr. C. had been able to give his 
Remarks the appearance and effect of an answer; for that it had that 
appearance and that effect, in the view of some persons, is admit- 
ted. By a very clear and powerful analysis Dr. W. shows, that 
the Remarks of Mr. C. owed Whatever efficacy they possessed, to 
the imputation of a bad intention; to his representing Dr. W.’s Let- 
ter as light and trifling; to his diverting the reader’s attention from 
the point and the argument; and to misstatement. 

This Second Letter is written with moderation, solemnity, and 
ereat ability. It bears evident testimony, not only to the consci- 
entiousness of the writer, but to his care, patience, and diligence, 
as well as to his profound veneration for the Scriptures, and his 
habit of fair and close investigation. 

Mr. Channing, having been called upon in a solemn manner to 
vetract, judged it expedient to publish Remarks on Dr. Worcester’s 
Second Letter. He attempts to vindicate his interpretation of the 
obvious import of the First Letter, by a particular examination of 
several passages. His grand rule of interpretation continues to be 
the “impression,” which a writing makes on his mind, and the 
minds of his friends. He makes some further developements of 
the creed of the liberal party in this country, and proceeds to con- 
sider What he is pleased to call «the methods of rendering Unitari- 
aus odious.” ‘Ehese methods are, according to Mr. C. ‘painting in 
the strongest colors the differences between Unitarians and Trini- 
tariaus:” ‘representing Unitarians as obliged by their sentiments to 
give up the doctrine of the atonement;’ ‘asserting that they disbe- 
lieve the doctrine of the Trinity because it is mysterious;’ «address- 
ing the fears of Christians;’ and charging Unitarians ‘with at- 
tempting to conceal the differences between themselves and ‘Trini- 
tarians.” ‘The Remarks are concluded with a consideration of what 
Mr. C. calls «the system of exclusion and denunciation.” On this 
subject, he goes through the common topics of Unitarian declama- 
tion, With rather uncommon zeal and spirit. Though he has noth- 
ing, which can be called fair argument, he occasionally rises into 
the region of eloquence. He concludes with an earnest attempt to 
dissuade from an open, formal separation between Trinitarians and 

Unitarians. Not a few of his reasonings and assertions are con- 
lradictory to each other; but, as a whole, the pamphlet was calcu- 
lated to produce some effect upon the party in whose behalf it was 
Written, All the great points in Dr. Worcester’s Letters were 
omitted, or evaded, as before; and recourse is had by Mr. C. to his 
former subterfuge, that Christians of the present day are not oblig- 
ed to reject the preachers of ‘another Gospel.” because these 

hristians are not themselves apostles: that is, Christians are not 


obliged to obey a plain rule of Scripture, because they are noi 
themselves inspired, 
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' Dr. Worcester’s Third Letter is one of the ablest pamphlets, 
which any controversy has produced. It ought to be generally cir- 
culated and read; and we are persuaded it cannot be read, without 
producing a deep and lasting effect highly favorable to the cause of 
truth. The vindication of Mr. C.’s misstatement, which that gentle. 
man had attempted, was quickly and effectually despatched; and Dry, 
W., advanced to an examination of the further developement of the 
creed, which Mr. C. had given, as common to himself and his par. 
ticular friends. After quoting a passage from this creed, Dr. W, 
proceeds, in the following eloquent strain. 
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‘With these “liberal Christians,” then, it is a matter of utter uncertainty, 
of endless doubt, and, it would seem, of cold and loftv indifference, who the 
Savior of the world is!—whether he is a created,or an uncreated being; 
whether he existed from eternity, or begun to exist in time; whether he isa 
God, who, though inferior to the “supreme God,” has yet a rightful claim to 
religious worship, or only their fellow servant, to whom no divine honors be- 
long! From other passages, on which-I shall have occasion in another plact t 
to remark, it appears that the same uncertainty, and doubt, and indifference F 
exist with these same “liberal Christians,” in regard to what Jesus Christ & v 
has done for them:—whether he died to expiate their sins with blood of inesti- FF : 
mable merit, or whether “in corseguvence” merely ‘of what he has done and & I 


































suffered, the punishment of sin is averted from the penitent;” as it may have Ba}! 
been, in consequence of the sufferings and labors, the instructions and inter Ba I 
cessions of Paul and other good men, by whose means sinners have been j 
brought to repentance!—Of course, there must be similar uncertainty, doubt, e ' 
and indifference, as to the obligations which they owe to him; as to the love 
and trust, the thanks and honors to which he is entitled.—Do they then hon- ’ 
or the Son, even as they honor, or should honor the Father? They do not e( 
know whoor what the Son is. Are they blessed in putting their trust in him’ fi 
They do not know to what extent, or for what purposes he is to be trusted IR g) 


Do they delight to join in the heavenly anthem, “Worthy isthe Lamb that was 
slain to receive power, and riches, and wisdom, and strength, and honor, and 
glory, and blessing?” They do not know that he is worthy thus to be adored 
and praised!—Ah! where are we? Into what a region of frost, of darkness, of 


the shadow of death are we advancing!—Is this, Sir, the light which is so ar- *. 
dently hailed, and so loudly proclaimed by the “rational Christians,” of this a 
favored age? Is it here that we are to find the grand consummation of divine ie: 
knowledge, that “purer system of Christianity,” to which you and your “lib- 7 
eral” brethren would guide mankind? Is it in this chilling, dismal clime, tha & ra 
professed Christians ot every name are to meet together in one blessed fel- By... 
iowship? No wonder then that Jews and Infidels, Mohammedans and Pa & wi 
gans are invited to participate in the blessedness. And no wonder, that they up 
who adore the Lord Jesus, as “che true God and eternal life,” and delight n a“ 


the ascription, ‘Unto him that loved us, and washed us from our sins, in h’s 
own blood, and hath made us kings and priests unto God and his Father,- 
to him be glory and dominion for ever and ever,” should decline the invité C 
tion.”’ pp. 13, 14. ; 
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Dr. W. then urges the unreasonableness of supposing, that the this 
Scriptures have left the primary subjects of inspiration in such 0)- uo 
scurity, as the writings of Mr.,C. and other Unitarians would lea! U; 
us to believe. He examines the question, whether the appellation | 
Son of God, implies any inferiority of nature, and shows the do rat 
trine of the primitive church on that subject. He states the sy* Scr 
tem of Dr. Clark, and concludes, justly for aught that we can se am 
that «if there was ever a Tritheist in Christendom, Dr. Clark W* Che 
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one; and if, (as Mr. C. had asserted,) «the liberal Christians in 
this part of our country agree substantially with Dr. Clark,” in- 
stead of being Unitarians, they are Tritheists.” He goes into a 
very sublime, because a very scriptural, explanation of the doc- 
trine of the Trinity; of which we should gladly quote several pa- 
ges, did our limits permit. He introduces a very weighty passage 
from the Bishop of Durham, whom Mr. C. had called the «pro- 
found Butler,” and claimed as an ally, but whose belief, on the 
subject of the Trinity, was most directly oppusite to Mr. Chan- 
ning’s. The popular objection of Unitarians and infidels, that «it 
is out of our power to believe a proposition of which we do not know 
the meaning,” is scrutinized; and it clearly appears, as an inference 
from Mr. Channing’s most abundant concessions, that Unitarians 
do not know the meaning of the single essential article of their 
creed; viz. Jesus is the Christ, the Son of the living God;” nor of 
the proposition, «Christ died for our sins.” 

Dr. W. does not concede, however, that the case is the same 
with Trinitarians in regard to the doctrines which they believe. 
He contends, that himself and his brethren «understand the mean- 
ing of the proposition, The Father, Son, and Holy Spirit are three 
Divine Persons in one God.” We are very happy that this sub- 
ject fellin the way of Dr. Worcester, It is one, which has afford- 
ed Unitarians much self-complacency, and on which they seem to 
think themselves triumphant. For a year or two we have intend- 
ed to examine it, and are not a little pleased, that the discussion has 
fallen into abler hands. On the objection of mystery, we quote a 
short paragraph: 


“The objection of mystery, which vou and other Unitarians are perpetu- 
ally urging against the Trinity, might be urged, and has been urged, with 
ejual reason, and with equal force, against a!! the principal doctrines of re- 
ligion, both natural and revealed. If we are to fly before this objection, we 
must fly not only from orthodoxy to Unitarianism, but from Unitarianism 
to Deism, from Deism to atheism, and from atheism to universal skepticism. 
If the pretensions of the ‘rational Christian” to superior wisdom, because, 
to avoid mystery, he denies the Trinity, are well founded; then for the 
same reason, the Deist is wiser than the rational Christian, the atheist is 
wiser than the Deist, and the universal skeptic is the wisest man of all. And 
upon this scale, I suppose, the pretensions to wisdom are actually gradu- 
ated.” p. 32, 


Dr. W. next examines the creed of Unitarians, that is. of Mr. 
C. and his friends, on the subject of the atonement; and this discus- 
sion forms a very interesting part of the pamphlet. THe shews, 
that #ir. C.’s views of this doctrine are entirely vague and-ambig- 
uous; that he evidently framed a creed. which should embrace all 
Unitarians, whether they believe in the atonement or not. 

In answer to what Mr. . had said respecting the evils of sepa- 
ration, and the obligations of charity, Dr. W. inquires into the 
scriptural meaniag of charity, and illustrates the subject by the ex- 
ample of our Savior and his apostles. He forcibly contrasts this 
charity with the indifference to religious doctrines contended for by 
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Dr. Price, and many other Unitarians, beside Mr. Channing, 
He then comes to the question, whether, as Mr. C.’s whole system 
of fellowship supposes, it is impossible for an uninspired man to at. 
tain any certainty repecting the great truths of the Gospel. This 
discussion is so admirable, that we cannot resist our inclination to 
lay it before our readers, as containing a specimen of the powerful 
reasoning employed throughout the pamphlet, and as exhibiting in 
a very strong light the true question at issue. 


“Ts it however so, that no uninspired man can know, nor has a right to 
judge what the true Gospel of Christ is? For what purpose then were the 
apostles and the prophets before them inspired? Was it merely for their own 
benefit? or at most for theirs, and the benefit of others of their own times? For 
what purpose then were the revelations which were communicated to them, 
committed to writing, and transmitted with so much care to succeeding gen- 
erations? Of what use are the Scriptures, if no uninspired man can know 
with any certainty what are the doctrines contained in-them?—The cele- 
brated Hume has asserted, that miracles could be of no use, as attest- 
ations toa divine revelation, excepting to such as were eye-witnesses of 
them; because no other persons could have sufficient evidence of the facts. 
But I believe that even that gigantic adversary of the Gospel never went so 
far as your argument goes: never undertook to assert that a divine revelation, 
though well attested, could never make any doctrine or truth certain, except- 
ing to inspired men; because no other persons could ever know with any cer- 
tainty what doctrines or truths are revealed. Had he lighted upon this dis 
covery, he would have found an argument against revelation, incomparably 
more available than any which he has urged; an argument which, if correct 
in its premises, must be decisive in its conclusion: for unquestionably a God 
of infinite wisdom and goodness would never communicate a revelation 
to the world, for the instruction and faith of uninspired men,if none but 
the inspired could understand it, or attain to any certainty in regard to its 
doctrines. Upon this Unitarian principle, inspiration, to answer its purpose, 
must be continued throughout all ages; just as Hume contended that miracles 
must be. 
“This point demands very particular attention, for it is the very hinge on 
which the question respecting fellowship turns. Let it then be again dis- 
tinctly noted, that you have found yourself compeiled to concede, that the in- 
spired apostles did exclude from fellowship those who embraced another 
Gospel, or doctrines or opinions subversive of the Gospel of Christ. This 
establishes the principle decisively, that it would be right to separate from 
such now, could it only be determined what the Gospel of Christ is, and what 
another Gospel. But this, you contend, no uninspired man or body of men 
has aright to determine. ‘The Unitarian system, as set forth by Mr. Bel- 
sham,is clearly opposite, in every essential point, to the orthodox system. 
Yet no uninspired man has a right to determine, which of these two opposite 
systetns is the true Gospel; no one hasa right to pronounce either of them 
false! And, therefore, the believers in either of them have no right to separate 
irom the believers in the other!—If it be really so, then let us hear no more 
of the great Protestant principle, that the Scriptures are a sufficient rule of 
faith; tor instead of being a sufficient rule, they are no rule at all. ‘They 
donot enable or warrant us to decide between two systems, fundamentally 
and diametrically opposite, which is trne, or whether both of them are false. 
What the Gospel of Christ is, no uninspired man can tell. If any undertake 
to determine, and to pronounce an opposite system another Gospel, they are 
to be regarded as illiberal and uncharitable men, “proud and arrogant” pre 
tenders. to “infallibility,” ignorant “bigots,” and odious “persecutors.” 
‘The question respecting fellowship or separation certainly resolves !ts¢! 
ito this point. If the Scriptures are a sufficient rule of faith, if from the 
uninspired men can know what the doctrines of Christ are, or what ') 
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true Gospel is; then they have apostolic, divine authority for withdrawing 
and withholding fellowship from those, who reject the true, and embrace 
another Gospel. If the Scriptures are not a sufficient rule of faith; if no un- 
inspired man can know what the Gospel of Christ is; then the “faith of 
Christians is vain, and our preaching alsois vain;” and we have yet to 
wait, in gloomy uncertainty, in dismal darkness, until God in his sovereign 
goodnesss shall again bless the world, or some portion of it, with the gift 
of inspiration.” pp. 52, 53, 


We should really be pleased tosee Mr. Channing undertake to 
grapple with this passage. If he should not be willing to try his 
strength upon it, let him take a long passage, which Dr. Worcester 
quoted from Chillingworth, in the conclusion of which that able 
writer declares, “I do heartily acknowledge and _ believe the arti- 
cles of our faith to be in themselves truths as certain and infallible, 
as the very common principles of geometry or metaphysics.” 

Mr. Channing had assumed it as a fact, that the false teachers, 
in the days of the apostles, were men of much worse character than 
any class of teachers in our days; that they knew distinctly that they 
were opposing the truth, and were therefore justly excluded from 
Christian fellowship. Dr. W. exposes the fallacy of these assump- 
tions; and concludes, that «there is no evidence to show, nor rea- 
son to believe, that the adversaries of the truth were not as sincere, 
as candid, as virtuous, and as respectable, in the first days of the 
Gospel, as they are in the present age.” 

Mr. C. had complained, that a condemning sentence should be 
passed upon the characters of men; by which Dr. W. understands 
him to mean ¢a sentence of non-communion.’ ‘The inquiry is then 
made, Whether Unitarians do not claim and exercise the right of 
excluding from their fellowship persons who deny their one essen- 
tial article? And yet a denial of this article results merely ‘from 
difference of opinion,’ from ‘mistake in judgment,’ and may, if Mr. 
Channing is to be trusted, be perfectly innocent. Not only does Mr, 
C. exclude from Christian fellowship on account of opinion; but. 
on the same account, passes ‘a condemning sentence on the charac- 
ters of men.’ Dr. W. then selects only a small part of the passages, 
in which Mr. C, had peured forth a torrent of obloquy and reproach 
against all, in every age, who have thought it right to exclude pro- 
fessed Christians from the church, on account of their doctrinal 
errors. We think Mr. C. must have been somewhat startled at the 
number, violence, and opprobrious character of the epithets, which 
had flowed so volubly from his pen; and which clearly indicated, 
that the habit of using the language of vituperation and abuse was 
but too prevalent with him and his friends, At the close of this ex- 
posure Dr. W. declares, that ‘it was with no common feelings of 


' Srief he found himself compelled to say, that a heavier sentence 


than Mr. Channing’s, against the disciples of the Lord, against 
“the church of the living God, the pillar and ground of the truth,” 
had never, he believed, been pronounced, by the bitterest of enenties, 


either pagan or infidel.’ 


Mr. C, had insisted, that the «only standard of Christian charac- 
ler is the life.’ Dr. W. was not disposed to controvert the declaration 
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of our Savior, ‘By their fruits shall ye know them.” He showed, 
however, at large, and with decisive effect, that fruits, in the scrip. 
tural sense, do not intend external morality merely. Indeed noth- 
ing can be clearer, than that fruits are relied upon in contradistinc- 
tion from mere professions, as the test of character. Under frutts are 
comprehended all discoverable evidences of a person’s real char. 
acter, in opposition to his own unsupported pretensions to virtue 
and piety. The Scriptures plainly teach, that the reception of the 
cardinal doctrines of Christianity is not less indispensable, than the 
practice of its moral precepts, to the very existence of the Chris. 
tian graces. | 

The Letter closes with a view of some of the ‘frightful conse- 
quences,’ which Mr. Channing apprehends from the contemplated 
separation. 

We have faithfully given the outlines of this masterly production, 
and can assure our readers, that it is well worthy of deliberate and 
repeated perusal, and to be kept on the shelf as a complete and un- 
answerable refutation of the most common and plausible sophistries 
of Unitarian writers. We understand Mr. C. pronounces it to be 
so bad, that he will not answer it. We applaud this resolution. 

It now remains, that we ingroduce some miscellaneous topics, 
which it seemed most proper to reserve for the close of the article. 

Dr. Worcester observes, in his First Letter, that Mr. Channing 
‘seems to forget that his liberal brethren in England have not only 
proposed a separation, but havé actually carried the proposition into 
effect.’ p. 31. Mr. C. in his Remarks on this letter, p. 22, assumes it as 
a fact, that the separation made by Unntarians in England is much 
less to be dreaded than the one proposed by Dr. W. as the former is 
only “a separation in worshift, a separation produced by the adoption 
of prayers, hymns,and doxologies, accommodated to their peculiar sen- 
timents.” Dr. W. asks, in his Second Letter, p. 20, “What is this, I 
pray you, but a thorough disruption of fellowship, a complete non- 
communion?” In his last pamphiet, p. 47, Mr. C. describes the worship 
of the English Unitariaus as “singularly free from peculiarities;” and 
says “that all Christians may join init without hesitation or pain.” 
“1 learn,” says he, “that Mr. Lindsey introduced into bis chapel the 
Liturgy of the Church of Engtand, omitting only the few parts, in 
which the doctrine of the Trinity is recognized, and directing all the 
prayers to the Father through the Son. ‘This is the worship, which Is 
most Common among all denominations in this country, and by whith 
no Christian can be offended. Most sincerely do 1 wish, that our 
public services may be marked by this liberal character.” 

Doubtless “all denominations in this country” profess to offer 
prayers “to the Father through the Son.” Butif Mr. Channing 
means, that they so direct their prayers to the Father through the Son, 
as to withhold divine worship from the Son, his assertion is notorious- 
ly and grossly incorrect; if he does net mean this, he means nothing 
to the purpose. Is Mr. Channing serious in supposing, that all Chris- 
tians may, ‘without hesitation or pain,” joiwin prayers, from which all 
worship Lo the Son and the Holy Spirit is designedly and systematically 
excluded? He ought to know betier. Are we to take, as a specimen 


of Mr. C.’s accuracy, his assertion that the Liturgy ef the Church of 
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England recognizes the doctrine of the Trinity in a “few parts” only? 
If we are, this is a pretty fair sample. As to the wish, expressed by 
Mr C. in the last sentence quoted above, we think Trinitarians, who 
alter their prayers for the sake of pleasing Unitarians, are chargeable 
with a very unwarrantable compliance, If they believe the Lord 
Jesus Christ to be worthy of the highest divine honors; and that he 
receives, and will forever receive, thése honors from saints and angels 
in heaven; how can they pretend to excuse themselves for withhold- 
ing that worship which they believe justly due? and ‘withholding it for 
the sake of gratifying those, whom they believe tobe in dangerous 
error; thus, in their own judgment, sacrificing truth to error? 

The design of Mr. C. in the passage now under consideration, was 
to prove, not only that Trinitarians and the lowest Socinians may hold 
each other in fellowship, but that they may actually unite in publie 
worship “without hesitation or pain.” In proving this, he evidently. 
supposed he should shew Dr. W. to be incorrect, in what he had al- 
leged concerning the separation recommended by Unitarians in 
England. But could Mr.C. be ignorant, that Dr. W. relied on the 
representations of Mr. Belsham? And does not Mr. Belsham say, 
concerning the system of Trinitarians compared with that of Unitari- 
ans,“No! No! Opinions such as these can no more harmonize with 
each other than light and darkness, than Christ and Belial. They 
who hold doctrines so diametrically opfiosite CANNOT BE FELLOW-WOR- 
SHIPPERS IN THE SAME TEMPLE.” Now we humbly conceive, that 
Mr. Belsham is here the advocate, both of separation in worship, 
and of non-communion. If Trinitarians and’ Unitarians “cannot be 
fellow-worshippers inthe same temple, ” we do not see how they can 
join, (as Mr. C. says they can,) in the same worship “without hesita- 
tion or pain.” And as to communion, Mr. C. must either admit Mr. 
Belsham to be the advocate of “separation,” of “exclusion,” of “de- 
nunciation,” or he must prove, that light and darkness mean sub- 
stantially the same thing, and that Christ and Belial may really be on 
yery good terms with each other. 

Mr. C. inquires, in the note to his last pamphlet, p. 46, “why can- 
not this controversy be conducted with calmness, without impeach- 
ment of character or motives, and without appeals to popular feei- 
ing!” Indeed, why canit not? Wethink Mr. C. ought to answer his 
own question. We should be extremely fond of knowing, whether 
Mr. C. considers his three pamphlets as veing distinguished for 
calmness. If he does, his mind must be one of the greatest curiosi- 
ties, which the moral universe contains. Again; why did Mr. C. find 
It necessary to impeach the character and motives of Dr. W.and of 
orthodox Christians generally, who hold to the duty of excluding men 
from Christian fellowship for religious error? As to afifeals to fropr- 
ular feeling, if we may judge of the tendency of a writing by its ap- 
pearance to our Own mind, or by its effects on the public, no pam- 
phlets were ever more entirely and characteristically made up of such 
appeals, than are the pamphlets of Mr. Channing. The Layman cn- 
rely fails in this particular. He rouses nobody’s passions but his 
Own, Mr. C.’s Letter to Mr. Thacher excited a more uncontrollable 
iempest of indignation, rage,and a desire of revenge, than has ever 
been observed in this region within the memory of man; and this, 
3 not us only effect, was the prominent one. Dr. W.’s Letters 
“ave, on the contrary, assuaged the stormy passions, directed the 
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minds of men to topics ef sober inquiry, and given great consolation 
on the bed of sickness and of death. 

We had intended to give some specimens of Mr. C.’s contradic. 
tion of himself. For one of these we refer the reader to the note, a 
p- 66 of Dr. W.’s Third Letter. We brizfly mention another. Mr. 
C, expatiates very freely, after the manner of all latitudinarians, oy 
the evil of being positive, dogmatical, and censorious; and on the duty 
of being diffident, modest, meek, and remembering that all men have 
their frailties, their prejudices, and their attachment tosystem. “Le; 
us be”—says he to Mr. Thacher—“Let us be what we profess to he, 
patient inquirers after truth, open to conviction, willing to listen to 
objections, willing to renounce error, willing to believe that we a; 
well as others may have been warped in our opinions, by education and 
situation, and that others may have acquired important truths which 
through weakness or pfirejudice, we may have overlooked.” pp. 28, 29, 
“Every man,” says he in his last pamphlet, “is partial to his own opin. 
ions, because they are his own, and die self-will and pride are wounded 
by contradiction.” p. $2. We might quote many passages, which re- 
commend diffidence in forming and expressing opinions. Indeed, al. 
most all Mr. Channing’s declamatien falls at once to the ground, un- 
Jess this proposition can be supported; viz. that no professed Chris. 
tian has a right to say, that any other professed Christian embraces 
fundamental or important errors. As a practical comment on the dif. 
fidence, which he had been recommending, his last pamphlet contains 
this passage: “But UOnitarians [and of course Mr. C, with the rest, 
never stop here. They always decéare that Scripture with one voice 
prsowns the doctrine of the Trinity, and that of all the FreTrons ur 
THEOLOGIANS, the doctrine of thrée persons in the one God, has per- 
haps the least counienance from the Jtible.? Thisis the modest mun, 
the enemy ofall positiveness and dogmatism! 

When Dr. W. wrote his First Letter, he was careful that Mr. C. 
‘should receive a copy, accompanied by a note of fraternal courtesy, 
before the pamphlet was published for sale. This attention was not 
reciprocated by Mr. C. ‘in either of these respects;’ and when he 
thought proper to attempt an answer to the letter, he addressed his 
Remarks to the public. The same course of conduct was adhered to 
by each party, we understand, through the vy hole controversy; aiid 
Dr. W. continued to address his letters very respectfully to Mr. C. 
while the Jatter turned away from his antagonist, and addressed his 
speech tothe public. Weshould not mention this, were it not a fair 
example of the politeness, the urbanity, practised by the Jiberal party 
toward their opponents. We lave known several instances, when, 
on public occasions, gentlemen of the liberal party have been treated 
with courtesy and respect; not worshipped, indeed, as though thei! 
opinions were infallible, or theic arguments incapable of refutation; but 
listened to with seriousness and candor, and regarded as gentlemen of 
education, and of high standing in society, should be regarded. We 
have not secn this courteous treatment generally reciprocated; but 
have several times taken notice that it was met with a sour, morose; 
repulsive aspect and demeanor. Let those of our readers, who have 
the means of observation, bear in mind this trait of the liberal party: 
If we are in an error, we should be huppy to see it corrected. 

Mr. Channing complains, that our representations are injurious to 
himself and Jiis brethien; particularly by giving to persons af a as 
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tance a false account of the clergy of the liberal party, of their preach- 
ing and their doctrines. We state, for his serious consideration, the 
following fact. There have been many instances, in which gentlemen 
of education and great respectability have visited this region from a 
distance, and have used all the means in their power to learn 
the nature of the theology taught by the clergy of the liberal 
party. Of these gentlemen a considerable number have been 
men of piety, well acquainted with the Scriptures; and not a few 
have been clergymen. They had heard much of Boston divinity, and 
had seen our representations. They of course heard all the preaching 
they could, and attended to it with great interest. Not one of these 
centlemen, so far as our knowledge extends, ever expressed an opin- 
ion that the clergy of the liberal party had been injured. Many, to 
our certain knowledge, have declared, than the preaching generally 
heard from gentlemen of that party was more deséztute of the Gosfiel, 
and often more contrary to the Gosfel, than they had ever before im- 
agined. ‘ 

Mr. Channing has applied to our Review many approbrious epi- 
thets, of which we are not disposed to take the least notice. That ar- 
ticle has received the approbation of men, in whose presence Mr. C. 
would not assume any tone of superiority;—of men whose consciences 
are not less tender, whose motives are not less pure, and whese deci- 
sions are not less weighty, than those of Mr. C. and his brethren, We 
do not mean to imply, that the approbation of men, however great and 
rood, is a safe rule of conduct. But, in the present case, our own dee 
liberate opinion of what was right is confirmed by the judgement of 
persons of high standing in the churches, on both sides of the Atlan- 
tic. This we think sufficient to counterbalance the “denunciations,” 
which were so authoritatively uttered by Mr. Channing. 

It is remarkable, that in the Christian Instructor published at Edin- 
burgh in June last, (the same month in which our Review appeared,) 
there was a Review of certain Unitarian pamphlets, which had recent- 
ly been published in Scotland. The occasion is seized by the Review- 
er to expose the ridiculous and insufferable manner, In which Unita- 
rlans praise each other; and the whole article evinces most clearly 
that the sect is precisely the same on each side of the water. 

It was manifest in our Review, that Unitarianism of the Priestleian 
sort; is in the near neighborhood of infidelity. This is abundantly 
proved, in the article to which we have just referred. “The sincere 
and conscientious Deist,” says Mr. Cogan, as quoted by the Christian 
Instructor, “cannot be far from the kingdom cf heaven.” “The ob- 
jections of a rational and virtuous Deist,” says the same writer, “can- 
not be against the pure primitive principles of our religion; they can 
cnly be opposed to doctrines of failible men, some of which must be 
spurious, and others of an inferior importance. They areall of a mere 
speculative nature.” 


in short, this Unitarian writer goes on, in sneh a manner as would lead to the conch. 
4on, that every “rational and virtuous Deist,” (that is, every Deist who says he is ration- 
“t and virtuous, ) ought to be received into Christian fellowship; a conclusion to which Dr. 
Woveester proved that Mr. Channing’s principles would lead him. ‘Did the general 
‘reed of Christians,” says Mr. Smith, the Unitarian coadjutor of Mr. Yates, “comprise 
vuly the simple and sublime doctrine of Unitarianism, aud were the lives of its professors 
‘a any degree consistent with their avowed belief, ] am persuaded that there would scarce- 
'y be an infidel to be found: for in this system there is nothing which the understanding 
~v) reject as unreasonable, or the heart oppose as malevolent; the enlightened must per- 
“ve «le be just, and the good must wish it to be truc.? What a direct opposition is 
























































































































232 Review of ihe Unitarian Controversy. May 


this to the whole tenor of our Savior’s preaching. What a contradiction to the uniform 


testimony of Seripture on the subject of unbelief. And yet Mr. Smith can talk of his rey. 


erence for the Scriptures, with as mach fluency as Mr. Channing. He is notrafraid, how. 
ever, to speak of “the common doctrine of future punishment as a doctrine whith, he js 
happy to declare, Unitarians have sense enough to distrust, and goodness enough to de. 
test.” In this irreverent, présumptuous, profane manner, do leading Unitarians permit 
themselves to speak of the most solemp and awful truths of revelation; and with such 
men as these does Mr. C. insist, that the orthodox should hold Christian communion. 

Our readers will remember, that Mr. Wells wrote a short letter to the Editor of the 
Panoplist, which was published in our number for July, and which we have already once 
mentioned in this article. Though we by no means agree with Mr. Wells, in the inter. 
pretation of his letter to Mr. Belsham, we do cordially agree with him in referring tha 
letter, with his observations upon it, to aur reade:s. It was with pleasure that we insert. 
ed his short explanatory letter; particularly as he did not, like Mr. Channing and the Lay. 
man, fall intoa passion, nor utter such reproaches, as would have been ill suited to his 
character as a scholar and a gentleman. We can even apologize for the obnoxious 
of his letter to Mr. Belsham; that in which he made so free with the characters of the 
orthodox. The letter was written in haste, without any expectation that it would be pub. 
lished; and we presume the expressions which it contained were not weighed with mach 
aceuracy. [n this way it may have come to pass, that several paragraphs, probably with- 
aut much consideration, were filled with the cant of the party. 

We intended to quote the first paragraph of the Layman’s pamphlet, and to exhibit, in 
as briefa manner,as possible, the folly, extravagance, and perverse ignorance, or total dis. 
regard of truth, which are manifest in that paragraph alone. Our readers would then be 
able to judge what sort of a writer the Layman is, and to what credit his representations 
are entitled. But we have not the room necessary for this purpose. Dr. Worcester ap. 
propriated two pages, in a postscript, to the consideration of the Layman’s rirapsody of 72 
pages; which was quite as much as it deserved. Let not our readers suppose, that we con- 
sider the liberal party as responsible for this pamphlet. We have never heard, that it 
was approved by a siugle individual of that party, except the writer; and, unless we have 
been misinformed, it has been regarded by the party in general with entire disgust and 
contempt. We do not see how any man could more effeetually destroy his own reputation 
as a writer, than the Layman has done by the pamphlet in question Still we are not to 
forget, that this miserable compound of rant and malevolence is the production of a man, 
who has been distinguished in the liberal party by his talents and his zeal, and who is now 
considered as the most active member of the Corporation of Harvard College. The Lay- 
man will pimbably suppose, that we wish to prevent his pamphlet from being read. This 
is not the case. It is true that we cannot conscientiously alvise any one to buy such an ef: 
fusion, unless for the mere purpose of seeing how wretchedly a man of talents, and of 
learning on some subjects, can write in a bad cause. For the future, we think there is lt- 
te hazard in asserting, that the writings of the Layman, whether he attacks the character 
of individuals or of large bodies of men, will receive as little attention, and exert as little 
itiflnence, as his adversaries could desire. 

Both Mr. Channing and the Layman have introduced the President of Harvard College, 
and attempted to vindicate him from the observations made concerning him in our Ke- 
view. We had mentioned ‘a letter of consolation and encouragement, written by Dr. 
Kirkland to the New Unitarian Church in Philadelphia;’’ which, as we stated, they had 
“been complaisant enough to publish by shewing it to several of their orthodox friends.” 
This statement we made on what we deemed good authority; and we believe any candid 
man would have sodeemed it. Bat we now find, that the letter in question was not ad- 
dressed formally to the Unitarian Church: but to “a zealous member’’ of the Sociman 
Society in Philadelphia; and that it may not have been published to the orthodox, any 
otherwise than bv relating i/s contents. We have made diligent inquiry on the subjeet; 
and, after considering the estract in the note to the Lavman’s pamphlet, have no reasoa 
to doubt, that the letter of Dr. K. was substantially, though not formally, what we repre- 
sented it; and that it was intended by the writer to promott the cause of Sccinianism 1 

*hiladelphia. 

“The story which the Reviewer tells,” says Mr. Channing, “fof a number of men %5- 
sémbling on the evening of Commencement, and putting together their observations 00 
the President’s prayer; sonnds badly.” We quote this passage for the sake of showing 
Mr. Channing himself, how easv it is to misrepresent; and to give an odious appearance 
to the most natural and innocent actions. We told no “story” of “a number of men as 
sembling.” We said, “several gentlemen of education and respectability, from different 
parts of the Amertean union, came to the unanimous conclusion, Ke.? The fact was 
that some of these gentlemen were in one place, and some were in another; but they all 
came to the same ‘‘unanimous conciusion.”? Nor did those, who were in one place, “as: 
sembie,” for the sake of “putting together their observations on the President’s prayer, 
as Mr. Channing’s language would intimate. The prayers of the President did, indeed, 
excite the astonishment of these gentlemen; and this astonishment they expressed to each 
other, as we suppose they had a right to do. Those of them, who were from distant 
narts of the country, had not before imagined, that such prayers were ever offered 4 
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Christian land; especially by a clergyman, who was at the head of a great literary instita- 
tion. Mr. Channing, having added from his own invention the circumstance of ‘“assem- 
bling,” proceeds to make a very odious comparison, which implies the existence of sev- 
eral other odious cireumstanees; though for these insinuations tnere was not the slightest 
pretence. He concludes, by representing these gentlemen as “sf es,” because they had 
been so wicked as to observe and converse about the President’s prayer; “‘spres,’’ for 
listening to the prayers of Dr Kirkland, on commencement day, in the midst of two 
thousand people! We did not publish our account of these prayers without deliboration. 
We should despise any thing like a verbal criticism on public devotional services’ We 
should equal!y despise the publication of strictures on the more priyate conduct of any 
gentleman, holding an important public office; because such conduct might receive a color, 
or appesvanee, from carelessness, inadvertence, occasional levity, or a thousand other cau- 


| ses. But we do not conceive ourselves to have infringed the rules of the most scrupulous 
| decorum, in having adverted to the general and peculiar character of public services; 


which character must have been the result of areligious system, and could not be imput- 
ed to inadvertence, carelessness, or any temporary eanse. We thought ita very solemn 
fact, that the general character of devotional exercises, on commencement day, in Har- 
vard College, this favorite institution of our venerable forefathers, should be sunk down 
to the level of sober Deism. Others have thonght it a solemn fact. 

“ There is another charge against the President of Harvard University,” says Mr. 
Channing, “which no one certainly will expect me to notice; it is the charge of having 
written an article in the Anthology above four years ago. 1 am not in the habit of asking 
geutlemen, whether they are the anthors of pieces which appear without a name; nor 
do I conceive that the President of Harvard University is bound to answer to the public, 
whenever an anonymous publication shall be laid to his charge.” 

This paragraph was written because Mr. Channing felt himself obliged to say something, 
Did Mr. Channing wish his readers to believe, that the President of Harvard College did 
not write the article in question ? If he did wish his readers to believe so, we solemnly 
put the question to his conscience; Did Ae armsetr believ:, what he wished to make oth- 
ers believe? If he did not wish his readers to believe so, why did he write the paragraph? 
Can any well informed man, who lives within fifty miles of Boston, doubt whether Mr. 
Channing was ignorant, who the writer of the article was? 

Again; does Mr. C. wish to be understood, that the cireumstance of the article hav- 
ing been written “four years ago” dimivishes the criminality of having written 
it ? Is there a statute of limitations, which can be pleaded at the bar of the Christian 
public, of conscience, and of God, in justification of any offence against religion, which 
may have been committed “above four years ago?” If there is, it will be a happy dis- 
covery for the whole race of scoffers; and there are many other articles in the Anthology, 
the authors of which will gladly take advantage of the statute. 

Why did not Mr. Channing let the public know, whether he approved or condemned 
the passage, which we quoted from the article in the Anthology’ If the passage was in- 
nocent, it must have been a small offence in us to have imputed it to any one; if the writ- 
ing of the passage was a heinous offence, Mr.C. ought to have acknowledged it to be so, 
or not to have mentioned the subject at all. 

The fact is, whatever Mr. Channing may say or think on the subject, that the article, 
which we quoted from the Anthology, made avery deep impression upon the Christian 
public. Lt cannot be winked out of sight. It cannot be excused or palliated. It is con- 
sidered as one of the most pernicious, and ove of the most culpable examples of scoffing 
at religion, which can any where be found; «as holding up to ridicule al! religious anxiety, 
all concern for the salvation of the soul; as deriding the holy joy of the penitent sinner, 
who casts himself upon the mercy of his Savior, and glori:s in the doctrines of the cross. 
hus it is understood: and there are several other passages in the same article, which 
sustain the same unhappy character. 

A gentleman of the liberal party informed a friend of ours, that he was present when 
the article was vead in manuseript for the approbation of the conductoig of the Antholo- 
gy, at one of their weekly meetings. ‘he writer was frequently interrupted, while read- 
ing the article, by peals of ungovernable laughter; so that it was not without difficulty 
that he was able to proceed. Mr. Channing appears to have a great sensibility to “sneer,” 
“insult,” and “sarcasm,” in any ease where he imagines these weapons to be directed a- 
guinst himself or his brethren. What does he think of several clergvmen and laymen 
“assembling” by appointmeut; and one of the clergymen taking out of his pocket a string 
ot sneers and sareasins, written in the cooluess and stillness of academic bowers; —ef sneers 
and sarcasms, direeted, not against the weaknesses or even the virtiics of his fellow-men, 
but against those great truths of religion, which have been the consojation of the pious 
in every age? What does he think of such a string of sneers and sareasms being read a- 
midst a roar of laughter, and loud cheering, from every part of such a l-arned, liberal, 
Clerical auditory ? Is not this ‘sitting in the seat of the scornful?” 

We designed to make a few observations on the effects of the present controversy; but 
we must crowd what we have to say on this subject into a single paragraph. We observe, 
then, that in the early part of the controversy there was a most uncommon exhibition of 
anger and indignation, thronghout the whole extent of the liberal party. These wrath. 
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ful passions have been succeeded, in many instances, by deep and pathetic lamentation; 
over the evils of controversy, aud ot separation. We have not heard whether any of the 
party suppose Mr. Channing to have the better of the argument. Possibly some of then, 
du; we believe most of them do not. On the other side, the temper and the feeling 
have been very different. We have neither seen nor known any orthodox person angry, 
throughout the whole discussion. We have heard no fears, no anxicty, expressed among 
our friends, as to the result. ‘hey have been satisfied, that the cause of truth would be 
the gainer. ‘hey have been persuaded, that, in the langnage of Dr. Worcester, it is 
nota “yjolation of the great law of love, for the friends of truth to decline communi 
with its rejecters.” Though we lament the unchristian feelings, the violent animosities, 
of which the controversy has been the occasion; we rejoice that the minds of men in this 
region, are awakened to consideration, aud that the disclosures which have been made 
are so many and so important, as that the concealment of a minister’s religious sysier 
will hereafter be difficult, if not impracticable. 


RELIGIOUS INTELLIGENCE. 
NATIONAL BIBLE SOCIETIES. 


(Continued from page 88.) 


. Russian National Bible Society. 

Tur course of their Report having conducted your Committee towards the Russian Do- 
minions, they will now advert to the transactions of this Society, in connexion with the 
North of Eurupe, beginning with the Bible Socrety at St: Petersburg, which has now as- 
sumed the title of “The Russian Bible Society.’ Of this Lostitution, formed under the 
immediate patronage of his Imy. rial Majesty, and superintended by a nobleman not less 
distinguished by his piety and abilities than by his high rank, it may be generally observ. 
ed, that its proceedings are conducted with a zeal and energy which promise substantial 
benefits to the inhabitants of the widely exteuded Russian Empire. The great object tw 
which its exertions are directed, is, to procure a large number of copies of the Holy 
Scriptures for distribution at the lowest rate; and for the accommodation of various clas- 
ses, its Committee have ordered them to be printed in seven different languages, while 
the Committees of Auxiliary Societies in connexion with the Parent Institution at St, Pe- 
tersburg, are printing them in several other dialects. The number of Bibles atid Tests- 
ments now printing by the Russian Bible Society, is stated at 92,000 copies. 

Among other works now in the course of execution by the Bible Society at St. Peters 
burg, your Committee point out to the particular notice of the General Meeting, tl 
printing of the Persian Translation of the New ‘Testament, by the late revered and le 
mented Heury Martyn. <A copy of it was brought to St. Petersburg by his Excellence 
Sir Gore Ousely, Bart. Ambassador Extraordinary from his Britannie Majesty to the 
Court of Persia, who has obligingly undertaken, during his continuance in Russia, to st- 
permtend the press. 

"Lhe zeal, the learning, piety, and diligence of Mr. Martyn, afford the most satisfactors 
assurance of the accuracy of this Translation. That the diction is easy and simple, and 
the explanation of the saered original clear and luminous, a singular testimony of rare 
authority, may be adduced trom the interesting letter of Fateh Ali Shah Kajar, the King 
of Persia, to Sir Gore Ouselv, for the information of the British and Foreign Bible Soci- 
ety, copies of which have been generally cireulated among the Members of the Institu- 
tiun. Under the countenance of this Sovereign, there is encouragement to hope, that 
the Persian New Testament will be extensively read; and as most of the western provin- 
ces of Persia are now subjcet to the Russian Authority, they afford a-wide field for its 
circulation. 

Various intelligence from the Crimea, received by the Committee of that Society, 
thorizes the pleasing expectation, that the cireulation of the Vartar New Testament, 
winted at Karass, with the aid of the British and Foreigu Bible Society, will prove 4 

lessing to the Mohammedans in that quarter, where also a Turkish Edition of the Scrip 
tures is much wanted. A Mutti, whose title designates his connexion with the Mussel: 
man Priesthood, and to whom a Tartar New Testament had been presented, accepted 
it with exultation, and with many expressions of gratitude; he has become an annua! 
Subserber of fifiy rubles to the Society at St. Petersburg, and has signified an anxious 
wish to become a Member of it Ele has also expressed a solicitude to obtain a copy ° 
the Bible in his own language, the ‘Turkish. 

Your Committee are proceeding with a version of the Calmue New Testament; the 
translator of which residing at St. Petersburgh, the Bible Society in that city has kindly 
undertaken to print it, atthe charge of the British and Foreign Bible Society. As ths 
dialect is likely to be understood by other Mongolian tribes in Siberia, and tne confiuts 
of China, they look to the beneficial effects of this work with pleasing anticipations. 
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1816. National Bible Societies. 


For much important information relative to the Greco-Georgian Church in Georgia, 
Imeretta, and Mingrellia, your Committee must reter tothe communications of the 
Georgian Archbishop Dositheos, as stated in a letter from Mr. Pinkerton, which will ap- 
pear in the Appendix. His Grace is a Member of the Russian Bible Society, and by his 
influence, the Royal Family of Georgia, and many of his countrymen, had also become 
Members of it. 

The two foliowing faets cannot fail to excite a deep and anxious interest : 

‘hat the number of professed Christians in the three provinces abovementioned, ex 
ceeds half a million; and 

That in the 2000 churches which they contain, there are not 200 copies of the Bible. 

‘(he Members of the Society wiil therefore leavn, with no small satisfaction, that no‘ 
only an edition of the Georgian New ‘Testament is printing at Moscow, as beforemen. 
tioned, bat that the Archbishop most heartily agreed to promote the establishment of a 
Georgian Bible Society on his arrival at iffis, the capital, hey will also hear witli 
pleasure his sentiments on the utility of the Bible Societies. 

“It is my opinion, that the Bible Societies will be the means of spreading the know]. 
edve of the Gospel among all nations, and of fulfilling the prophecies of our Lord in re- 
gard to this part of our faith. But such Institutions are not only most eminently ealculat- 
ed to bring the heathens to the faith of the Gospel, but also to rouse the churches of 
Christ, in different lands, from that spiritual ignorance and slumber in which many of 
them are lying, and to bring them again to the fountain of all truth and blessings.” 

As a token of his esteem for the British and Foreign Bible Society, he presented to 
them, through Mr. Pinkerton, a copy of a Georgian Bible, with an inseription, expres- 
sing his “sincere and hearty desire to co-operate with them in their exertions, pleasing 
to God, to spread the word of the Lord among all nations of the earth.” 

Your Committee have further to report, under this head, that the first Annual Meet- 
ing of the Russian Bible Society was held at St. Petersburg on the 20th of last Septem- 
ber. Qa this solemn and interesting occasion, the first Dignitavies of the Greek, Catho- 
lic, Armenian, and Georgian Churches attended, in their sacerdotal garments, united 
iu amity and peace. 

The proceedings of the day were conducted by the universally beloved and respeeted 
President, Prince Galitzin. For particular details on this interesting subject, your Com- 
yaittee must refer to the Appendix. It is sufficient to state here, in the words of Mr. 
Pinkerton, ‘‘that the universal silence which prevailed while the Report of the Commit. 
tee was reading, burst in mutual expressions of astonishment, gratitude, and joy, -over 
the gloriously simple principles and blessed effects of their beneficent Institation.” 

The immediate effect of this Meeting was the accession of three Metropolitans, five 
Archbishops, and two distinguished Laymen, to the list of Vice-Presidents of the Society. 

The total number of Auxiliary Bible Societies connected with the Parent Society 3t 
St. Petersburg, is now nine; two of which have lately been instituted at Woronesk, and 
Kuminesk, in the south of Russia, and others are in contemplation. 

Ata Meeting of the Committee of the St. Petersburg Society, subsequent to the Gen- 
eral Meeting, the project tor Bible Associations was considered and unanimously appros 
ed; and each Vice-President and Director had his district assigned to him, in order te 
carry the plan into effect. 

Your Committee will conclude their Report respecting Russia, with the following quo- 
tation from a letter addressed to the Right Honorable the President, by his Excellency 
Prince Galitzin. 

“The object of the Saciety is from day to day becoming more generally known and un- 
derstood from its beneficent effects; its funds are increasing by the subscriptions and dona. 
tions of many thousands of new Members and Benefactors. Thus our Institution is en- 
abled, as it advances, to extend the sphere ofits operations, aud through the inereasing 
aid which it receives from all classes of people in the Empire; among whom the Russian Cler- 
gy, by their own liberality and persuasion of others, are peculiarly distinguished. The 
peasantry in the villages lay together their rubles and kopees, to support the good canse 
of the Society, thus manifesting, that they have right ideas of its pious work, The de- 
mand for Bibles increases from day to day so much, that the Society knows not how to 
satisfy it Such, my Lord, are evident marks of the grace of God, that bringeth salva- 
tion to alf men, and leadeth them, therefore, to the knowledge of the word of lite.” 

Such a deseription cannot be heard without suggesting the most heartfelt prayers to 
God, for his blessiug on an Institution formed for supplying the spiritual wants of the al- 
most innumerable subjects of the Russian Empire; and in consideration of the vast and 
extensive field of operation, and the energy with which the Russian Bible Society con- 
tinues to prosecute its object, your Committee have voted a third donation of 10002. in 
ail of the general fund of that Institution. 


' Swedish National Bible Societu. Hs 

Your Committee, having closed their Report respecting Russia, have now to solicit the 
attention of the General Meeting, to the proceedings in Sweden, in reference to the ob. 
Jeet of this Society. Of the activity displayed by the Evangelical Society at Stockholm, 
ho further proof is necessary than that ithas printed 40,600 Testaments,and 15,500 Bibles” 
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Your Committee have now to report, with feelings of unfeigned regret, an event which 
cannot fail to excite a general correspondent sympathy, the death of the Rev. Dr. Brun. 
mark, in August, of last year. How strongly he felt the importance of the British and 
Foreign Bible Society, and how zealously he labored to promote the object of it, partic. 
ularly in his native country, Sweden, where his loss has been most sincerely deplored 
has been attested by abundant proots. In truth, it may be said, that his life was a eneri- 
fice to his indetatigable exertions im this cause. For, to quote the words of a correspon- 
dent, “while eagerly pressing on towards the summit of prayers and wishes, that the Bi- 
ble Society in Sweden should furnish every man and woman in Sweden with the Holy 
Scriptures, he was regardless ot his health, and undertook journies far and wide, ueither 
mainding the severest cold, vain, or storm, so that he could arrive at his ap, ointed place, 
to do the work of his heavenly Master.”’ ' 

In concert with the Reverend Secretary of the Evangelical Society at Stockholm, he 
formed the plau of a General Swedish Brble Society.* 


Danish Natisnal Bible Society. 

The prospect in the neighboring kingdom of Denmark is not less promising than in 
Sweden. 

The connexion of the British and Foreign Bible Society with the Danish Dominions, 
has been hitbe:to principally directed to partial efforts for supplying some o! their poorer 
inhabitants, as well as the prisoners of warin Great Britain, with copies of the Holy 
Scriptures: they have now the satisfaction to report their hopes of a more intimate union 
and efficent co-operation: for the circulation of them in that country. 

On the 22d of May, 1814, a most respectable Meeting was convencd in Copenhagen, 
at which the Right Rev. Dr. Munter, Bishop of Zealand, (a name which identilies the 
union of profound and extensive learning with genuine piety,) presided, when a propo- 
sal for establishing a Danish Bible Sooiety was made and adepted. The resolution of the 
Meeting having been subiitted in a Memorial to his Danish Majesty, he was pleased to 
express his approbation of it in the following terms, extracted trom the Danish Gazette: 

“With peculiar pleasure we learn, that the Right Rev. Doctor Munter, Bishop of 
Zealand, and several others, exert themselves to establish in our kingdom of Denmark a 
Bible Society, with a view of spreading religion, by distributing Bibles to the people, either 
gratis or for a moderate payment. We therefore do hereby grant to the said Soeicty, un- 
der the name of ‘the Bible Society,’ in our kingdom of Denmark, our highest protectiou.” 


‘MISSIONARY NOTICE. 


Tae annual meeting of the Massacausetts Misstonary Socrety will be holden at the 
Vestry of Park-Street Church, Boston, on Tuesday, 28th May current, at 10 o'clock, 
A. M. On the evening of the same day, the Anniversary Sermon will be preached by 
the Rev. Mr. Reynouns, of Hi/mington, and a collection for the benevolent objects of 
the Society will be made; exercises to commence at half past seven o'clock. 
The Trustees of the Society will meet on Mouday the 27th, at 4 o’ciock, P. M. 
May, 1816.- S. Wonrcestren, Sec’y. 


The Massachusetts Missionary Society has the honor of being one of the first Mission- 
ary Societies, instituted in this country since the new era of Missions commenced. It was 
formed as a voluntary association in 1799, and was incorporated in 1808. It is composed 
of ministers and lay members, residing chiefly in the Counties of Suffolk, Essex, Mid- 
dlesex, Worcester, Norfoik, Piynmouth, « istol and Barnstable. ‘Any person may be- 
come a member by subscribing to the rules and regulations of the Society, and paying two 
dollars into the treasury;” and “every member is considered as retaining his membership, 
and as obliged to pay two dollars annually into the treasury, until his desire to discontunue 
his connexion be properly expressed to the Secretary.” ‘The present number of mem- 
bers is somewhat less than two hundred. Besides the annual payments of the members 
the funds of the Society have been made up, fiom year to year, of the public eontribu- 
tions of several congregations, of the collections made by Scécieties of Females, and by 
the donations and bequests of benevolent individuals. ‘The annual receipts at the treasu- 
ry, for several years past, have varied from about 1800 to about 2600 dollars. The ex- 


* Intelligence has been received since the Report was read, that the Swedish National 
Bible Society was formed at Stockholm, on the 26th of April, under the patronage Ot the 
King, and the Presidency of Baron Roseublad, Minister tar the Home Department. The 
Meeting was held in the largest room in Stockholm, and was most numerously and bril- 
liantly attended. Al the Bishops and Clergy from -Gifferent parts of the kingdom who 
were attending the Diet were present, together with a numerous concourse of all ranks. 
The Crown Prince, who is the first Honorary Member, presented the Society with — 
Rix-Dollars, and has further given a very hai.dsome sum to encourage the formation of 4 
Bible Society for the kingdom of Norway. 
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penditures for the support of Missionaries, and for the distribution of Bibles, Testaments, 
Psalm Books, Catechisms, and other religious books, have lately been greater than the 
-eceipts. 

ar cores share of the labors and benefactions of this Society have been bestowed on the 
District of Maine, where the calls for them have been loud and urgent. But besides that 
necessitous and important District, the Missionaries of the Society have visited many des- 
titute places in New-Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode-Island, New-York, Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, Kentucky, Tennessee, the Indiana, Missouri and Mississippi Territories, and Lou- 
jsiana, preaching the Gaspel of peace, aad distributing the word of fife ; and of the Pa- 
gaa tribes of Our country, the Oneidas, the Senecas, the Wyandots, and the Narragan- 
seis, have shared in their attentions and tabors. By their instramentality many Church- 
es have been formed in different and distant regions; Churches, which, it is devoutly to be 
hoped will long remam as lights in the world, and places of religious instruction, where 
the ordinances of the Gospel will be administered, and many an inquiring pilgrim will 
be directed to mount Zion. By the same instrumentality also, Bible Societies and otMer 
benevolent institutions have been established, trom which extended and lasting benefits 
may be expected. And it claims particular and grateful notice, that these Missionary ef- 
forts have, in many instances, been manifestly accompanied by the powerful influences 
of the Holy Spirit; and many, there is good reason to believe,—many who were far 
from righteousness, have been brought to the saving knowledge of the truth, and made 
living wituesses tor God and his great salvation to multitudes around them. 

These briet statements are made in the way of appeal to the consciences and hearts of 
all who wish well to Zion, and to the best interests of their fellow beings. Is not the 
Massachusetts Missionary Society entitled to their Christian confidence, to their warm 
attention, to their generous aid? Fears have often indeed been expressed, probably from 
different motives, that other objects of charitable attention, and particularly that of For- 
eign Missions, would so engross the regards and liberalities of the Christian community as 
to occasion a neglect of the objects of this and similar societies, engaged especially for the 
support of missions in our Own country. ‘These fears, it is believed, are groundless. It 
is au incontrovertible fact, and a fact which ought to check all fears and jealousies and 
expressious of the kind now mentioned, that the supporters and friends of Fureign Mis- 
sions are among the most zealous, and active, and liberal supporters and friends of mis- 
sions athome. ‘ut rreue Missionary Spiniris ONE. It seeks the salvation of men 
and the advancement of the kingdom of the Redeemer, both at home and abroad; rejoices 
in all the efforts made for this great object, and in all the suecess which attends them; and 
will never indulge invidious comparisons or surmises, nor magnify the immediate objects 
or the operations of one benevolent Society to the disparagement of another. Let this 
spirit pervade the Christian community; let it be quickened aud roused to the most zealous 
and persevering a¢tivity. There is no danger of its being too widely spread, or too highly 
excited. The calls for its exertions, its benetactions, and its prayers are heard from all 
quarters of the world. ‘These importunate calls, and especially those trom the necessitous 
parts of our own beloved country, must not be disregarded,—rmust not be heard in vain.— 
Aud as the anniversary of the Massachusetts Missionary Society is now approaching, it ts 
devoutly to be hoped, that at this season especially, this Society will not be forgotten; but 
that ministers and others will be awake to its object; that many, who have hitherto neg- 
leeted it, will be induced to become members; that public contributions and individual 
donations will be more extensive and more abundant than heretofore; that the members 
ot the Society will give animation to the meeting by their general attendance; and that 
the blessing of heaven will descend upon them, and crown their efforts and their liberali- 
les with extended and glorious success. 


DONATIONS TO THE AMERICAN BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS FOR FOR 
EIGN MISSLONS, RECELVED IN MARCH AND APRIL, 1816. 


March 7. From a friend of Foreign Missions in Holden, ( Mass.) by Mr. Da- 


vd J. Burr, - - : - - $5 00 
13. From the the Female Cent Society in Bridport, (Ver.) by the Rev. 

President Davis, eras - - - 44 80 

tom do. do. do. in Shoreham, - - - 22 12 

tom do do. do. in Richmond, - - - - - 16 10 

om do. do. do. in St. Albans, - - - 11 00 
"rom Elisha Sheldon, Esq. of Sheldon, - - - 20 00——114 02 
’. From Mr. ‘Timothy Downe, of Fitchburg, by Mr. D. J. Barr, - 3 U0 
1. From the Religious Charitable Society in the County of Worcester,’ by 
athe Rey. Joseph Goffe, the Treasurer, - - - - 20 00 
“*. From a friend of Foreign Missions, in Sanbornton, (N.H.) by the Rev. 
jt braham Bodwel!, of that place, - - - 5 00 
%. From the Hon. Joshua Darling, of Henniker, (N. HL.) - - 5 00 





Carried forward, $152 02 
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Brought forward. $152 09 





25. Froma young man in Orleans, (Mass.) by the Rev. D. Johnson, — - 10 00 
27. From Mr. Silas Parker, of the island of Newfoundland, = - - 2 00 
30. From a gentleman, a small balance, - - 60 
April 1. From the Foreign Mission Society of Boston and the Vicinity, - $94 55 
From Females in the South Parish of Weymouth, by Mrs. Sarah Pratt, - 41 (0 
8. From a Widow i in by Mr. David J. Burr, . - - 3 36 
9. Anew year’s gift from a person in the County of Hampshire, . 1 0 
From Mr. Thomas Thwing, ot West Brookfield, by Mr. David J. Barr, - 2 00 
1¥. From individuals in Brimfield, contributed at a social — and remitted 

by the Rev. Joseph Vaill, - : 8 00 
From Miss L. W. by the Rev. Mr. Huntington, for the translations, 2 00 
16. From Mrs, Jerusha Lee, of St. anaheny, (Vv sited by the aon Dr. 

Spring, 1 1 
From Females in Haverhill, (Mass.) remitted ‘by we Rev. Mr. Dodge to the . 

Rev. Dr. Worcester, m - 3 00 
From a friend, by the Rev. Dr. Wor cester, : 5 00 


From the Salem Female Society for promoting the education of heathen 
children, their first epantadly payment, by Mrs. Abigail Needham, the 


‘Treasurer, - - ~ - 15 00 
From a female friend, for the heathen school fund, by the Rev. Dr. Worcester, 7 Ww 
From a female fr iend, for the same purpose, by the Rev. Dr. Morse, - 2 00 
23. From the Aiding Foreign Mission Society of Ply mpten and the Vieinity, 

by the Rev. Elijah Dexter, the ‘Treasurer, 36 81 
From Mrs. Osgood, of Andover north parish, by Mr. He ney Memes, of Boston, 3 00 
27. From Mr. Robert P. Williams, of Bosten, for the translations, - - $00 
29. From M.E. and M. S. E. two little girls, for the School Fund, - 2 0 
trom Mr. Orin Fowler, of Fairfield, (Conn.) by David Judson, $39. . 2 00 

$690 4 


UNION ACADEMY. 


We have been requestsd to publish a particular Statement of the Fands of Union Acad- 
emy, and an address to the public in behalf of that instituiion. Our limits will not per- 
tait us to insert a full account of the donations; we have therefore compiled the tollowng 
abstract: 


RECEIPTS. 

July 14, 1813. Donation, enclosed in an anonymous letter te Professor Moore $50 (0 
From Mr. John Punchard, of Bath, - é ‘ 20 00 
From Mills Olcott, Esq. - . . 150 00 
From Mr. Richard Lang, - . - 150 00 
From sundry other persons during the year 1813, - : §3 40 
Feb. 22, 1814. From Mr. Henry Homes of Boston, - - 20 00 
March 17. From Mr. Solomon Goodell, Jamaica, (Ver.) - 50 U0 
June 10. From the Religious Charitable Society in the County of Ww orcester, 30 00 
Sept. 22. -From the Female Charitable Society of ‘I hettord, (Ver.) ZY 94 

Nov.9. From the Rev. B. Fowler, collected by him on a tour into the States of 
New York and Massachusetts, - ° ° - 541% 
Ansount of sundry donations during the year, . . 153 18 
May 19,1815. Collections by the Rev. B. Fowler, ° ‘ Q1 20 
June 10. From Mr. Henry Homes, Annual Subscription, i . v0 
August 8. From the Female Charitable Society in Thettord, . . 28 46 
Collected by the Rev. B. Fowler, A : J 60 bi 
From Mr. William Atwood, Pelham, (N.H.) : : 20 00 
Avails of snndry donations and collections during the year, . ; 196 Sl 
$1,664 60 


EXPENDITURES. 
June 12, t8{5. To Benjamin J. Gilbert, Esq. for expenses incurred in obtaining 


the Act of Incorporation, ° w rth ‘ 3 82 
For sundries during the year 1814, e x a “ TU 86 
1815. Sundries, - , 6 22 
For six Students under the patronage of the Trustees during the year, ending at — 


Commencement, 1814, : . A ~ 
For nine Students under their patronage the year ending Commencement, 1815, $21 0 


for twelve Students under their patronage since Commencement last, . 197 Ov 
—_—_——— 
Total of Expenditures, a e 
Receipts, 1,66 
——_" 


Balance in the Treasury at the disposal of the Board of Trustees, 
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1916. Address. in behalf of Union Academy. 


Donation of the Hon. Daniel Kimball for a permanent fund, the interest of which 
is appropriated towards paying the Preceptor, = - - $6,000 00 
A donation has been made of 1,000 aores of land in Lineoln, by Constant Murdock, Esq. 
and a cightin Orange by the Rev. Mr. Waldo, for the use of the Academy. 


TO THE CHURCHES OF CHRIST AND THE FRIENDS OF THE GOSPEL IN 
NEW ENGLAND. 


BRETHREN AND FRIENDS, 

You will perceive, by the above statement, that the funds of this institution are very inad- 
equate to the object whieh it has in view. The proceeds of the permanent fuad will be 
nearly all required for the support of the Principal of the Academy. ‘The lands which 
have been given to the institution are in a state of mature, and will not probably produce 
any revenue for several years to come. A considerable part of the fund for srmmediate 
expenditure, or what is now in the treasury will be required for the expenses of the pres- 
ent year. The chief dependence of the institution fur support, therefore, is ou contvibu- 
tions, private donations, and individual subseriptions. A few of these are annual. But ghe 
sum thus raised is not large. It becomes then an interesting inquiry, Whatis to become 
of this institution, which has been established by so much pious effort, and watered by so 
many fervent prayers? Must the pious young men, who have been already taken under 
its patronage, be abandoned and driven to the necessity of resorting to other means of 
completing their education, or perhaps of relinquishing the object altogether? Must 
many others, who have made application or had their e+ es turned to this institution for aid, 
be disappoiuted and discouraged in their hopes of getting an edueation for the sacred pro- 
fession’ Isit not highly important that they should be encouraged and enabled to accom- 
plish their designs in this respect. Is there not a lamentable want of religious instructors 
in this country, and in almost every part of the world? especially of such as possess educa- 
tion and talents? It is a faet capable of the clearest proot, that about two-thirds of the pec- 
ple of the United States, are destitute of competent religious instructors. And this pro- 
portion must continue destitute, however desirous they may be of obtaining them, because 
‘ley are not to be procured, and cannot be procured, unless the number of ministers can 
wsinereased. Yes, mere than 5,000,000 of people in this Christian country,are constantly 
living and dying without the enjoyment of the usual means of grace; and, with respect to 
whom, it is out of their power in the ordinary way to have them. Of these about 180,000 
ov an average, die and go into eternity, every year, or nearly 500 every day—the great 
majority of whom, there is reason to believe, are totally unprepared for this solemn event; 
and of course, must go to take up their abode in the regions of everlasting woe. How 
affecting! how painful the thought! ‘T’o remove this evil; in other words to supply the 
destitute in the U. States with competent religious instruction, would require an immedi- 
ate increase of at least five thousand ministers. Aud is it not important that this supply 
should be furnished? Is it not immensely important to the ¢emporal interests of the na- 
tion? What will become the state of public morals, if people are not to be furnished with 
the stated preaching of the Gospel? Ov rather may we not ask what is the state of morals, 
in those sections of the country, where it has not been enjoyed for a considerable length of 
tine? Do we not see ignoranee, vice, vulgarity, fraud, contention, violence and crimes 
become prevalent? Is this a happy state of society? 

What will become of our civil and literary institutions, without the support and influence 
of a well-educated clergy? Are they not universally the patrons aud promoters of our 
schouls, academies and colleges? 

Are they not equally necessary to the support, stability and success of our government 
Is it not a universally received maxim, that knowledge and virtue are the two main pillars 
on which a republican government must rest? But how long would these remain with- 
ot the preaching of the Gospel and the labors of the clergy? And if they are important 
loany part of the community, they sre important to every part of it. Isit not owing, in 
«great measure to the want of proper morals, and religious instruction, throughout this 
‘ountry that we have been sounhappily divided in political opinions, and that party. spiri! 

as razed, with so mueh violence, among us, for a few years past? Had every part of the 

ited States heen as well supplied with pious and learned religious mstruciors, as New 
ngland was, frou its first settlement till the commencement of the revolutionary war, is 
there the least reason to believe, that political division and animosity would have prevail - 
ed tosuch an extent? 
\ But if it is important to the temporal interests of the nation, that there should be an ad 
“tate supply of religious teachers, itis vastly, nay infinitely more important to their spir- 
itualin crests? “Chis we eannot deny without being guilty of absolute infidelity. If we 
anno be saved, without faith in Christ; and if “faith cometh by hearing, and hearing by 
the word of God,” is it not importaut that the Gospel should be universally and faithfully 
weg If it is important that it should be preached to any, is it not equally important 
af 1 should be preached to all? And do not facts abundant!y prove, that the preaching 

1¢ Gospel is the great mean which Gol usually blesses to che salvation of mankind? Ba 
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we not almost aniformly find, that where the Gospel is preached, in its purity and simplici- 
ty, reformations take place, churches are gatheved, and the attention of people is wrned 
to divine and eternal things. But where the Gospel is not preached, we see none of these 
happy effects, but people appear to be immersed in their business or pleasures; and haye 
searcely any more thoughts about their souls and a future state, than the beasts which 
perish. 

It will be admitted, then, by all who wish well to Zion: it will be admitted by all candid 
and rational people, who have just views of what is necessary to the prosperity and happi- 
ness of a community, that it is important—-immensely important—that this whole nation 
should be supplied, with acempetent number of pious and well educated ministers of the 
the Gospel. How is this supply to beturnished’ Our colleges, in the ordinary course, do 
aot furnish half enough to fiil the vacancies which are annually made in the churches, with. 
out making any allowance for the rapid increase of our population. If the people were 
already supplied, at the rate of one minister for every one thousand souls, it wouid require 
annually, about four hundred and seventy, or eight times as many ministers as are educa. 
tec at ail the colleges in the United States, to keep this number good; and about three 
hundred more, or upwards of five times as many as our colleges educate, to supply the 
annual increase of population. To iook to cur colleges then, for an adequate supply of 
religious teachers, is uiterly vain. ‘They cannot keep the present supply good. The dis. 
proportion between our population and the number of ministers, is every year increasing. 
At this rate, we are rapidly progressing towards a state of heathenism. Besides, how is 
the supply of. five thousand ministers aircatly needed, to be obtained? Some new meas. 
ures must be adopted, or they never can be obtained. But in addition to this, a large 
number of well educated young mc». are wanted for missiunaries, both for domestic and 
foreign missions. 

What then is to be done? Shall our country be given up to vice, infidelity, and ruin, 
and the souls of our fellow-men to spiritual aud eternal death, without making an effort to 
prevent it? Surely noone, whohas a spark of Christian benevolence in his heart, will say 
this. Will any say that the facts which have been stated have a discouraging aspect? Is 
not this the plea of sloth or covetousness? When would the world have been converted 
from heathenisin to Christianity, had the apostles and primitive Christians been discourag- 
ed, by the dismal prospects with which they were surrounded? When would the reform: 
ation from popery have been effected, if Lather and his coadjutors had fainted in view of the 
difficulties and dangers with which their undertaking was beset? And how little of what has 
been done towards spreading the Gospel, in modern times, would have been accomplished, 
had all the obstacles, which unbelief and avarice, and a love of ease and pleasure have at- 
tempted to throw in the way, discouraged the ardent missionary, from his undertak- 
ing. Let then the vast number of ministers who are necessary to supply the public exi- 
yency, if we may thus speak, only stimulate to greater exertions to provide them. And 
what means can be better adapted to the promotion of this end, than the support and es- 
tablishment ofinstitutions, designed to assist poor young men of piety and talents, in get- 
ting an education for the Gospel ministry?) A number of such institutions have been com- 
meneed in this country within a few years past, which have received very considerable 
necuniary aid. But still their means are very inadequate to their object. It is believed 
that all of them need greater funds, in order to accomplish their object, in the most stte- 
cessful manner. Certainly most of them do. This is pecuiiarly the case with Unon 
leudemy. Vhere are now twenty young men, all of them, as far as we ean judge, giving 
evidence of genuine piety and promising talents, who have been taken under the patronage 
of this institution, fourteen of whom are members of College. The remainder are at the 
neademy, or in situations where they are prosecuting their studies, without much expense 
to the institution. But as soon as they enter college, which most of them are calculat- 
ing to do, at the next commencement, they will need, and must have immediate assist- 
anee,ov they cennot proceed. Sut the annual produce of the funds, aside from oceasional 
Gonations and contributions, is not sufficient, besides paying the principal, to support more 
than six or seven students at college; and this only on the supposition of their ke eping school 
three or four months, every year. It depends, therefore, entirely on the public liberality 
whether we shall be able to support these young men, and others who have applied for as- 
sistance,or whether they shall be lett to the heartsickcening task of endeavoring to get an 
edueation by their own exertions,or abandoning the object on which their hearts are so muct 
cet. This liberality, we tfust, will be displayed. We have the fullest confidence that the 
friends of Zion will grant us their countenance and assistance in prosecuting so important 
an object — especially when they learn what is the deplorable situation of our country, 2 
it respects the means of moral and religionsinstruction—that it is, by many degrees,more 
destitute of these, than any other Christian nation on the globe. We ask, then, ¢ 4 
friends of Immanuel—the friends of the Gospel, tolend us their aid. We hope the wy 
will be disposed to ‘east in of their abundance” into the treasury of the Lord. It a 
doubtful, in our opinion, whether there is any objeet, to which they can devote a share 
of their superfluous wealth, which promises more extensive utility than this. Aud _ 
earnestly wish that those who have property to dispose of, by devise to charney 
abjeets, would turn their thoughts to this institution. We hope that the Churehe « 
Christ will help us bw contributions, ov by subseribing to give annually such sums as (ners 
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circumstances will justify. It is certain that they must do something of this kind, or they 
will, in a few years,be very generally destitute of pastors, and this nation, in a great mea- 
sare, destitute of a Gospel ministry. And it is almost incredible how much they might 
do, if they were properly awakened to the importance of this subject. : 

The regular Churches in N éw-England contain, at the most moderate estimate, »40,000 
members. ‘Were they to contribute, annually, for this object, only fifty cents a member, 
the rich making up the deficiency of the poor, they would raise 20,000 dollars. This 
sum, according tothe rate at which we have hitherto supported those whom we have 
had under our patronage, viz. with fifty dollars a year, would constantly maintain four 
hundred students at college. If the Churches would contribute at the rate of a dollar per 
each member, the number supported might be double. And if the other means which 
the community possesses, were brought into operation, the number might be doubled a- 
gain, In this way, we might hope, other parts of the community making similar efforts, 
after the lapse of many years to have a competent supply of religious teachers. 

We hope that the pious and benevolent females of our country will help us; particularly, 
that charitable and cent societies will turn the streams of their benevolence into this chane 
nel; as indeed, we are happy to acknowledge, several of them have already done. And 
we hope that many more such societies will be formed, for this express 

Finally, let Ghristians act in a manner worthy of their holy profession. Whilst they 
profess to believe that it is more blessed to give than to recdive, let them not in works den 
it. Let them daily and fervently pray the Lord of the harvest, that he would send forth 
more laborers into his harvest; but let them not be content to say, “be ye warmed and 
be ye clothed.” Let their prayers and their offerings go hand in hand, that the one 
may witness the sincerity of the other. Let them beware of that covetousness which the 
Apostle pronounces a breach of the first commandment. Nothing more frequently 
brings reproach upon the cause of religion, than the discovery of this disposition in its 

rofessors. 

' We live in a peculiar day. Never, since the age of the apostles, have the friends of 
Zion been called on for the exercise of greater self-denial, or for more benevolent exer- 
tions, than they are at the present time; and, probably, in no future age will the same 
sacrifices and efforts be demanded of them. The world is now to be evangelized; and 
this is to be done by the charity and efforts of Christians, But as the duties of the pres- 
ent age are peculiar, so are its privileges. All who are willing to make the sacrifices 
and eiforts demanded of thein, will be found co-workers with God, in this glorious cause 
and will finally reap a reward proportionate to his exertions. Let not Christians, then, 
shrink from the labors and sacrifices, -or undervalue the privileges in which they are in- 
vited to participate. If they do they may rest assured that God will carry on his 
cause by other instruments; but the honor and the happiness of co-operating in the bles- 
sed work of spreading the Gospel to the ends of the earth, which they despise, with all 
the glorious rewards which will follow, will be taken from them and given to others. And 
as life and opportunities are uncertain, as the road to perdition is thronged with travellers, 
and multitudes of souls are daily perishing for lack of vision, whatever any are disposed 
to do, let them do it quickly. . | 

In behalf of the Trustees, 
Bancrort Fow rer, Committee. 


ORDINATIONS AND INSTALLATIONS. 


OnnvatneD, on the 8th November last, over the congregational church and society in Pe- 
ru, the Rey, Roswett Hawks. The Rev. Joseph Field made the introductory prayer; 
the Rev. Theophilus Packard preached the sermon; the Rev. Walter King made the con- 
seerating prayer; the Rev. Theodore Hinsdale gave the charge; the Rev John Leland 
aldressed the people; the Rev. Jonathan Nash gave the right hand of fellowship; the Rev. 
Jonathan L. Pomeroy made the concluding prayer. The several parts of the religious 
performanees, were appropriate and interesting. Previous to the ordination of the Rev. 
Mr. Hawks, the Rev. John Leland, at his own request and with the consent of the church 
aul congregation, was dismissed, on actount of age and infirmities, from his pastoral office . 
It is grateful to witness so great harmony and unanimity as were manifest on this occasion. 
Behold, how youd and aow pleasant it is for brethren ta dwell together in unity. 

Ordained on the 13th of March, over the first congregational church in Bloomfield, 
N.Y. the Rev. Junius Strene. The Rev. Ezekiel J. Chapman made the introductory 
prayer; the Rev. Henry Axtell preached the sermon, from 2 Cor. ii, |»; the Rev. Mr. 
Hlotchkin made the eonseerating prayer; the Rev. Ebenezer Fitch, D. D. gave the charge 
'o the pastor; the Rev. Mr. Rawson gave the charge to the people; the Rev. Joseph 
Merrill presented the right hand of fellowship; and the Rev. Comfort Williams made the 
concluding prayer. 

On the 25th of Oetober last, the Rey. Lurarr Humparer was installed as pactor over 
the church and society in Burton and Canton, Granger County, Ohio. The Rev. Jonathan 
— made the introdactory prayer; the Rev. William Hanford delivered the sermon, 
fom t Tin. iv, 16; the Rev. Giles Fl. Cowles made the installing prayer; the Rev. Jehn 
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Seward gave the charge to the candidate; the Rev. Joseph Badger gave the charge to the 
people; the Rev. Jonathan Leslie presented the.right hand of fellowship; and the Rey. 
John Seward made the concluding prayer. ‘The assembly was large, attentive and solem 
Itis a favorable token for Zion, that many of the inhabitants in different parts of the State 
of Ohio, manifest a desire to enjoy the stated ordinanees of the Gospel. There are yet 
many Societies destitute, and bat few Missionaries to supply thém. 

On the 7th February last, the Rey, Isaac Jones, to the pastoral care of the chureh 
and congregation in Candiag (N. 7 The Rev. Mr. Kelly, otf Hampstead, made th. 
imtroduetory prayer, the Rev. Asa M’Farland, D. D. of Coneord, preaehed the sermon. 
the Rev. Mr. Carpenter, of Chichester, made the conseerating prayer; the Rev. Mr 
Howe, of Hupkington, ( Mass.) gave the charge; the Rev. Mr. Wells, of Deerfield, pre. 
sented the right haud of tellowstap; and the Rev. Mr. Prentice, of Northwood, made the 
eoneluding prayer. “Fhe publi performances were very good, and highly interesting to 
a large and attentive assembly. : 

At Claverac, the Rev. Ricuarp Sivrter, colleague with the Rev. Mr. Gipland, ove; 
the Dutch Reformed Church there. ‘The church was collected in 1767; but this wag the 
first ordination in that place. 

Installed in Cape Elizabeth, the Rev. Witttam Gueee. 


REVIVALS OF RELIGION. 


‘Turns has been art anusual attention to religion in Philadelphia, during the latter part of 
the Winter and the commencement of spring. ‘The attention was first observed in the 
tev. Mr. Patterson's eongregation in the Northern Liberties. Meetings were heid for 
prayer and exhortation every evening. The partition wall of two contiguous school. 
houses was taken down to accommodate the crowds of people who assembled. Many 
were under deep impressioas; ahd a considerable number have been hopetully converted, 
Several young men, who attended the prayer-meetings out of eariesity, or for purposes of 
ridicule, became deeply impressed. 

the doctrines, which have been blessed in producing this work, are the sovereignty ofGod, 
vleetion, total depravity, unconditional submission, the necessity of regeneration, and of 
immediate faith in Christ, and holiness of heart and life. 

A similar work of grace has been manifest in the second Presbyterian ehureh, of which 
the Rev. Messrs. Janeway and Skiuner are pastors, 


The letter from which the following extract is taken, was writtenin Aug. 1815. The 
place mentioned is in the District o: Maine, afew miles from Portsmouth, (N. H.) 

‘I think | mentioned to you the revival of religion at Elliot, about 13 or 14 miles from 
this place. Itis amore interesting work than | have ever witnessed. Mr. C. reckons 
seventy-five as converts, and thirty or forty more under serious impressions. T preached 
there lately three times on the Sabbath, and on Monday morning at 9 o'clock, and had 
full, solemn, attentive assemblies, sucli as | never saw before. 1 thought it was ev- 
ident, like the shining of the sun, that the same spirit was there, which was poured ont 01 
Pentecost. Twenty six heads of families have joined the church. This revival is the 
more remarkable, as it relates to the number of couverts, because the town is small,” “Lo 
« word, this is a new and strange thing, a marvellous thing in this region.” 


The following letter was addressed to the Editor of the Panoplist by the Rev. Frederic 

Marsh, pastor of the first ehureh in Winchester, (Conn.) and is dated April 18, 1816. 
“Pear Sir, ' 

I have observed, in the Panoplist for February, that notice is given of a revival of relig- 
ion, in Salisbury, Winchester, and Colebrook, in this State. ‘This notice contains buts 
part of what might be stated on this most interesting subject. [have waited to see some 
account of what God is «doing in this region given by some of my fathers, or by some who 
have witnessed greater revivals, than that which has taken place among us. Knowing the 
deep interest which Christians every where take in hearing of the outpouring of the Holy 
Spirit, | have determined to send you a few facts, which, if not better stated by some other 
hand, vou are at liberty to dispose of as you shall judge mast conducive to the interest 0 
religion. 

“Tt isnow more than eighteen months, since the commencement of unusual seriousness 
and attention to religion, in the second society in this town, under the ministry of the Rey. 
James Beach. ‘Vhe work, however, was not such as to excite general attention till Sep 
tember last. Since that time, it has been great and general. It continues to be consider: 
able yet. Inthe first society, where I am called to labor, there began to appear instances of 
special awakening, avear ago. During the summer, the attention of Christians was cons™ 
erably excited, a spirit of prayer appeared to be given, and in the middle of autumn it W* 
no longer doubtful that God had eome by his Spirit to revive us again. During the fast 
five months, it has beena time of refreshing from the presence of the Lorg—a ur 
of trembling anxiety and joy. There is still much and solemn attention to religious meet- 
digs antl justruction. H it be proper to speak of numbers that have expressed hapes £ 
saving conversion, to speak moderately, we may name forty five or fifty. “The wors has no 
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however been as great, by considerable, in this as in the second society. Concerning the 
work in these two societies, | can state confidently, that the subjects of it have generally 
had a clear and strong conviction of the entire sinfulness of their hearts by nature, and of 
the absolute necessity of the special grace of God to bring them to repentance. In many 
ways has God shown that the work was his own. His hand has been most apparent. 

“uy Salisbury, the revival of religion has been more extensive and powerfal, has atfected 
a greater number, than in any other place in this vicinity; yet, it is’ believed to be true, 
that, considering the time during which the revival continued conspicuous, no place has 
witnessed more signal displays of the power and grace of God in the convietion and conver- 
sion of sinners, than Colebrook. For many months, Norfolk also bas been visited in a 
manner which shows how easy it is for the Spirit of Jesus todeliver sinners from the pov - 
oc of darkness and translate them into the kingdom of his grace. In March, forty five 
were added to the church in that place, at one time. It is with peculiar satisfaction and 
oy that I can now state, that revivals of religion have recently commenced in New Hart. 
tord, Canton, and Torringford. They have not yet become general, but are evidently in- 
creasing. Of this l received information yesterday, from the ministers of those places. 

“But this is not all. Besides the eight places which I have before mentioned, four other socic- 
ties in this Association, (Litchfield North,) have been visited with special divine influence 
during the year past. In some of these, the revival has been considerably extensive. J 
cannot state partiealars. ‘Chus, 12 of 19'societies in this Association have received special 
tokens of the presence of God in the effusion of his Holy Spirit.— 

‘The pious people in this vicinity, for seventeén years, have looked upon the years 1798 
and 9, asa kind of era in the religious history of these churches. But we have now a new 
era, Itis believed, that in no single period of their history have they been visited with su 
many, so extensive, and so powerful revivals of religion, as they have witnessed during the 
year past.” 


The following letter was written for publication, by the Rev. Jonathan Grout, pastor of 

the chureh in Hawley, ( Mass.) and is dated May 6, 1816. rn 
“Sir, 

Ifyou think the following intelligence of awakenings in this vicinity will be gratifying to 
the readers of the Panoplist, you are at liberty to publish it. 
' “God was pleased to pour out his Spirit in this town and to awaken some to a concern 
for their spiritual interest about a year since. The religious attention continued in a grext- 
er or less degree during the summer and autumy; in the winter, it seemed gradually to in- 
crease. This spring we have been blessed with a most remarkable shower of divine grace. 
About forty, perhaps upwards, in the space of one week were hopefully brought to bow to 
the King of Zion. It ia diffieult in this stage of the work to give that aceurate deseription 
of it, which may heregfter be done should God afford the opportunity. “At present I can- 
only state, that the work still continues with a considerable dezree of power; that the num- 
ber who have hopefuily embraced religion, in the épinion of those, who have had the best 
advantage to gain information on tke subject, is not less than one hundred and eighty in 
this small town. Fifty three were yesterday received to our communion. God is likewise 
shedding down the influences of his Holy Spirit upon cther towns in this vicinity; in the 
towns of Plainfield and Goshen in Hampshire County. In Ashfield, Conway, Whately, 
and Sunderland, in the County of Franklin, the work of grace has more recently eom- 
rienced, but is considerably powerful. Thus, with the return of peace to our country, 
the Prince of peace seems wondertully to display his power and grace for the enlargemen | 
of that kingdom, that consists nut in meat and drink, but in righteousness and peace ang 
J9y in the Holy Ghost.” 


THE FEMALE BIRLE SOCTETY OF BOSTON AND ITS VICINITY : 


‘TED its annual meeting on the 27th of March last, when it appeared that the number oc: 
Bibles and Testaments distributed by the Society was 585. ‘The receipts of the Society, 
wiring the last year, amounted to somewhat more than $300." ‘The annual report closes 
with the followirig paragraphs - e.4 rs | 
' ¢ influence of Divine Truth is commonly like the ‘still small voice” spoken of 1 
7m Prophet. We are not therfore to expect immediate and splendid effects from ou: 
WP on lt is sufficient for us, that the Bible has always proved the most effectua! 
ed o _— vice, m every form—that it has always softened the rugged, and reform. 
1 be Bag i heart of man, where its inguence has not been perverted by the most per 
nitude © obstinacy. But the Christian must feel, that the Bible is a blessing whose moe 
afl hen never be fully estimated in this World—he mast feel (viewing the subject in its 
mortal’ ecteae with éternity,) that the value of that word which brings life and in,- 
bealian to light—which teaches immortal man the way to Heaven, is great beyond con - 
omc Who that has. seen the precionsness of ‘Divine Truth—that has experienced its 
ertawae when human comforts have been desolated hy afflictions, or has heard its un 
ee a cry, “this is the way,” when bewildered in the labyrinths of doubt and er® 
~~ #40 Yat has Ciscoyered the sweetuess of its promises, the safety of its rest, anc thé 
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purity of the motives and rewards which it presents to men; can view withont stron 
emotion the progress which it is making in the world? A few years since, and tothe Say. 
age of our Western wilderness, and the indigent Stranger in our Southern borders, were 
alike inaccessible those waters of life, which are given for the healing of the nations— 
now, to both is opened that living fopntain, of which if a man taste he shall live forever. 
‘Nor is the prospect less animating when we cast our eyes abroad, and contemplate the 
wonders which have been effected by our Christian brethren on the other side of the At- 
lantic. We there behold those vast but inauspicious regions of Europe and India, which 
have solong experienced the most deplorable moral, and perhaps intellectual degradation, 
now gradually receiving the impress of humanity and of Heaven, under the impercepti- 
ble, but transforming influence of the Bible. We behold the superstitious Persian, and 
the sensual Mohammedan, the cheerless inhabitant of Siberia, and the cruel native of 
Hindostan, stretching out their hands to receive this best gift of Heaven. And do we 
believe that “the law of the Lord is perfect, convertivg the soul; that the command- 
ment of the Lord is pure, enlightening the eyes;” do we think with the Psalmist, that 
this law is “more to be desired than gold, yea than much fine gold;” and shall not cur 
hearts glow with fervent desires to contribute by our prayers, as well as in efery other 
ible way, toward its universal diffusion and success? Ah! can we forget to remember 
Pefore Him, who alone can make even His own word effectual to salvation, our brethren 
of the human family, who are groping in the hopeless, helpless darkness of Heathenism, 
annihilating the tenderest sympathies of our nature, and sacujficing even the babes of 
their bosoms to appease the anger of their imaginary Deities? Forget them! where then 
is our zeal for human happiness; where our boasied compassion for the wretched; where 
our christian sensibilities? But Llessed be God! the spirit of supineness, which has for 
centuries cruclly abandoned the heathen, in their own and other countries, to their mis- 
erable destiny, is fast vanishing away. The Christian world has awakened from that 
strange slumber, which so long closed its eyes to the situction, and wants, of those who 
were sitting in the region of darkness and shadow of death, and is w ondering that it 
slept solong. The work of the Lord is rapidly going on. Who would sit idle, when all 
nature seems as it were to be travailing in birth and waiting for the redemption of Zion’ 
Who would not esteem ita privilege, of noordinary importance, to be permitted to lend 
his aSsistanee in that cause which is dear to God, the cause of virtue, the cause of Chris? 
“And let us never be weary in well doing; let us never be discouraged at not so soon 
beholding the fruits of our efforts as we have expected—that Bible we bestowed, that 
prayer we offered, may, even in a future day, be made the instrument of saving a soul, 
nay, many souls from death; and of accumulating an additional weight of blessedness for 
ourselves in the heavenly world. ‘hey that be wise shall shine as the brightness of the 
firmament, and they that turn many to righteousness, as the stars forever and ever.” 


AMERICAN MISSIONARIES. 


WE regret to state, that intelligence was received in April, that Mr. Nott and his 
family, had been obliged to leave Bombay for America, on account of the illness of Mr. 
Nott. He did not resort to this measure till his medical advisers were of opinion, that 
he could never hope to enjoy good health in that climate. A letter was written by Mr 
N. to a friend in Boston, dated at sea, within a weck’s sail of London, Feb. 15th. Hiis 
health had been improved by the voyage. Le is probably now on his way from England 
to America. 

Letters have come to hand from Messrs. Newell and Hall; but they sent their journals, 
and fall details concerning the mission, by Mr. Nott. Of course these journals have 
not been received. In this letter to Dr. Worcester, Messrs. Hall and Newell say, ‘104 
will have seen from our previous Ictters how anxious we were, , even belo 
our little number was thus diminished, to have more Missionaries join us. You will 

ect usto be much more anxious now. We certainly are. In point of numbers, we t° 
Missionaries are to Bombay, (tg say nothing of the millions in sight of Bombay,) what 
two ministers would be tothe whole population of Connecticut, were the people ol that 
State all heathens, and those two ministers far removed from all ministerial imtercou! 
and Christian counsel.” . 


From the Newark Centinel. 


A LETTER FROM THE REV. SAMUEL NEWELL, MISSIONARY TO INDIA, TO THE REY. RDWAP? 
D. GRIFFIN, D. D. HATED 
Bombay, Jine 11,- 1815. 
Drain Sirn—By the present opportunity [ serd to Dr. Worcester my journal, which co™ 
tains the history of all my wanceriwes and afflictions from my arrival m India till 1 came 
to Bombay. 1 have requested Dr. W. to iet you see it. This will supply the place . 
many letters. You will also learn, from our communications to the Board, fiom ume | 
time, the history of our Mission, and its present state. We have Leen carried throvp 
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a series of afflictions, painful and distressing in the extreme, and have often been ready 
to say, “The mercies of Ged are clean gone, and the Lord will be favorable no more.” 
But we can now sing of the goodness and faithfulness of God, and say, ‘Hitherto the 
Lord hath helped us.” We are now permanently established in this important place, 
and have,, through divine goodness, made so much progress in the laagoage as to be able, 
though with stammerin lips, to preach the gvod news to a people te whom Christ was 
before unknown. Mr. Hall and myself are the only Protestant Missionaries on this side 
of India, except an Armenian Brother at Surat, in connexion with the Serampore Mis- 
sion. The Mahvatta langnage, which we are learning, is the language of many millions 
of people in this region. There are two hundred thousand in Bombay alone. hen we 
look at the multitudes of heathen around us, who are daily dropping in long and rapid 
succession into the eternal pit, ignorant ot what awaits them beyond the grave, we are 
compelled to take up a lamentation and say, “O thou slaughtered Lamb of God, why 
was thy blood shed in vain! Why perish these countless millions of immortal souls for 
whom thou hast endured the pains of death”? O my dear Sir, who will be answerable 
for this waste, (if I may so speak,) of redeeming blood? Why do whole nations thus ge 
down to hell from generation to generation? It is only because the Church and the Min- 
isters of Christ will not obey bis /ast and emphatic command, “to teach all nations.” Is 
not this strange? To what can we attribute this known, wilful, and persevering disobedi- 
ence to the last, authoritative command of the King of Zion? Did uot he who said, ‘Thou 
shalt not kill,” say in as positive a manner, “Go into all the Worid, and preach the Gos- 
pel to every creature?” And is not the breach of the latter command as ruinous in its 
consequences as the violation of the former? May we not say to the Christian, though 
thou commit no murder, yet if thou disobey the Sayior’s last command, then, through 
thy disobedience, shall thy heathen brother perish, for whom Christ died? When we 
stand at the distance of fifteen thousand miles, and look at six hundred millions of heathens 
in Asia in one mass, only a general and comparatively faint impression is made on the 
mind; but standing, as we now do, in the midst of the heathen, and seeing them groping 
in thick darkness, bewildered in the mazes of the most absurd and shocking fictions that 
the depraved mind of man could invent, wedded to their idols and enslaved t6 vice; when 
we see, as we sometimes have seen, a hundred thousand of our fellow-creatures at once 
dancing and shouting around the bloody car of Juggernaut, and prostrating themselves 
before that hateful demon; when we actually behold all the nameless ingredients that go 
to make up that mass of corruption, guilt, and shame, comprised in idvlatry:—O! it is 
enough to awaken, in the heart that can feel for the wretchedness of fallen man, every 
emotion of pity, indignation, grief, and burning zeal. We are sadly deficient in zeal 
and in duty; bat when we look on these heathen, and see how they live, and how they 
die, and consider how long it has been thus—we sometimes wish we could raise our 
voices to such a pitch, that they might reach beyond the intervening oceans and conti- 
nents; and enter into the ears of our brethren and fathers in America. My dear Sir, 
let me engage you to speak in our behalf, and plead in our stead the Missionary cause be- 
fore the Churches.” ‘They have sent us forth, a little feeble band, to encounter a great 
host; we have been scattered abruad, and our little number has already been considerably 
reduced. Will the Churches that sent us forth now leave us to prosecute the work alone? 
We lock to them for support in the arduous conflict in which we are engaged. Unless 
they fill up our ranks which have been broken in the first onset; unless they send forth 
AGREAY MANY MORE, and determine to prosecute the work with vigor and persever- 
ance, the lives and the treasure which they have already bestowed on the object will be 
thrown away. Where are the numerous converts that have lately been gathered into the 
Churches in the late revivals in different parts of the land? They have enlisted under 
the banners of the cross; do ny not burn with zeal to join the Captain of theirSalvation, 
and attend his triumphant march, while he goes through the earth conquering and to 
conquer? Shall we not soon greet some of them as fellow-laborers in this part of the vine- 
yard? Shall we not see others going to stren then, and support, and encourage our dear 
solitary brother Judson, at Rangoon; and others going in different directions to form new - 
stations? But [ muststop. Dear Sir, let me entreat you again to plead the Missionary 
cause before the Churches, and to call on them by the commission they gave us to preach 
Christ to the Gentiles,—by the right hand of fellowship which they gave us when they 
sent us forth,—by all the afflictions and trials which we have suffered in the prosecution 
of our work,—by the love of Christ and the souls of the heathen, entreat them not [© 
leave us to this great work alone. Let them send forth more Missionaries, and still — 


“one, and never think they have done enough, until the kingdom of GOD shali come, 
and his will be done on earth as it is in heaven, | 


’ 


*rm © 
“ hind years Pastit has been usual for some of the Ministers who are the most active 
supporters af the Londen Missionary Society, to travel through the Island to preach Mis- 
vionary Sermons, axd to make collections in favor of Missionary objects. Would not 
something of this kind be proper in this country? Ought not the attention of the reliz- 
tous public, from the Northern to the Southern limits of the States, to be called to the 
freat subject of Missions, and their aid earnestly soicited?—[Cent. Ed. 











































































































































Obituary....FHon. Stejihen Bullock. 


LITERARY INTELLIGENCE. 


Mr. J. FE. Worcester, of Salem, has issued proposals for publishing a Universal Dic. 
tionary of Geography, Ancient and Modern; founded, so far as it respects the modern 
geography of the eastern continent, upon Crutwell’s Gazetteer, with additions and cor. 
rections. On the subject of ancient geography, the work of D, Anville will be made the 
principal basis. With respect to .dmerica, materials will be eellected from a great variety 
of sources; and the work is proposed to be far more complete with regard to this contin. 
ent, than any that has yet been published. It is intended to comprise, in one large vol- 
ume, and in one alphabetical series, more than four times as many articles of Geography, 
as are to be found in the Gazetteers which have been published in America.—The desiga 
is to reduce the various materials to the narrowest compass possible; and to specify, re- 
specting every article, those particulars for which a Gazetteer is usually consulted. 


. 
NEW WORKS. 


Tae Character of Nehemiah, or Jerusalem built up: A Sermon, preached on the public 
fast, April 4, 1816, inthe Chapel of the Theological Seminary at Andover. By Ebenezer 
Porter, D. D. Bartlet Professor of Sacred Rhetoric in the Seminary. Andover: Flagg 
and Gould. : ee 

Travels in South Africa, undertaken at the request of the Missionary Society. By 
John Campbell, minister of Kingsland Chapel. Andover: Fmgg and Gould. 1816. 
pp. 398. 8yo. <> 


SCOTT’S FAMILY BIBLF. 

Another volume of Armstrong’s edition uf Scott’s Family Bible will be ready in a few 
days. This volume contains the Books of the Old Testament as far as Joshua inclusive. 
The whole work isin rapid progress. Price remains the same as it was originally, $3 00 
in neat boards; or $3 50 bound and lettered;—but the price will be raised. 

A new edition of Dr. Worcester’s Christian Psalmody is proposed in a cheaper form, 
Price 75 cents. Subseription papers can be had of the publisher, Samuel T. Armstrong, 


OBITUARY. 


At Columbia, (S. C.) the Hon. Natuan HucGoins, a Senator in the le- 
gislature of that State. 

In Maryland, Mr. Jacos F:sHER, aged 69. He was carelessly running 
along, with his hands in his pockets, tripped, struck his breast against a curb 
stone, and died immediately. ; 

In Virginia, Dec. 8th, Mr. Joun Corsten, aged 20, son of Major Richard 
Corbin, in consequence of a wound received the preceding day in a duel with 
a fellow-student of Carlisle College. 

At Trenton, (N. J.) the Rev. James I. ARMsTRoOWG, aged 58. 

At Montville, (Conn.) the Hon. Witit1am HiLiuovse, aged 88. He 
was in the Connecticut Legislature more than 50 years in succession. 

In Virginia, Major Joun REip, of the U.S. army; the well-known aid, 
and contemplated biographer of General Jackson. 

At Exeter, (N. H.) the Hon. SamMuEL TENNEY, M. D. formerly a Sena- 
tor in Congress. 

In England, Mr. Epwarp Post, (eldest son of Professor Post,) Member 
of the Royal College of Surgeons, London, and late Lecturer on Anatomy 1n 
the University of New-York. 

At Andover, (Mass.) Mrs. Saran Assor, widow of the late Samuel 46- 
bor, Esq. 

At + (N.H.) Comrorr Conitins, aged One Hundred and five 
years and three months, having officiated many years as a minister in the 5° 
ciety of Friends. 

At Rehoboth, the Hon. SrEPHEN BULLOCK, in the 81st year of his age. 
He was a member of the Convention which framed and adopted the Constt- 
tution of Massachusetts; and from that time wathout intermission a Repre- 
sentative tothe General Court, until he was chosen a Representative to the 
Congress of the United States, in 1797. He was for several years a Jucige 9 
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the Court of Common Pleas for the county of Bristol, and a Senator from 
that county in the Legislature; and afterwards, for a number of years, a 
member of the Executive Council of the State, unil his retirement from all 
ublic business in 1810. 
At Groton, (Conn.) Miss CHAPEL, aged 18, of that dreadful disease, the 
hvdrophobia. Several children were bitten by the dog, whose bite occasion- 
ed the death of this young woman. 


Drev, at Marlborough, on the 2ist of March last, very much lamented, Miss Extsa- 
nEeTH Warnes, aged 27, daughter of Mr. Thaddeus Warren, and sister of the Rey. 
Edward Warren, Missionary to the East. In the death of this amiable female, society 
has been stripped of atruly valuable member, and the church of Christ, with which she 
lad for seven years been united, of one of its brightest ornaments. Though nature had 
endued her with a heart formed for friendship, with affability of manners, and qa sweet- 
ness of disposition rarely to be found; yet it was grace which shed such resplendent lustre 
ever her character, and sanctified the whole. Glowing with ardent love to the Savior, and 
the souls for whom he died, all her influence and example were united to promote the 
spread of the Gospel, and the extension of the Redeemer’s kingdom. Seven successive 
summers she was employed with much acceptance, as a school instructress. Deeply sen- 
sible how important it is, that the rising generation be favored with religious instruction, 
great were her exertions to infuse a spirit of piety into their tender minds. To her it 
was a delightful task to raise their thoughts to God, and teach them the road which leads 
to Heaven. Not only did she pour daily pious instructions into their epening minds, but, 
during the last season, morning and evening, she presented herself with them before the 
mercy seat, and supplieated their heavenly Father’s blessing. Ye females, to whom is 
intrusted the edneation of children, here is a worthy example Shall it not animate you 
toa faithful discharge of duty? Shall it not excite in you a spirit of emulation? If you 
love your Lord, O feed the lambs of his flock; and follow her, as she followed Christ. 

As the subject of these remarks lived the life, so she died the death, of the righteous. 
During the consumptive Ulness which terminated her earthly existence, she might with 
propriety be styled a pattern of patience. Acquiescence and peace ever sat smiling on 
her brow, and never did a feeling seem to pervade her mind whose language was not, 
Thy will be done. Death was disarmed of his terrors, and, even jn the agonies of dissolv- 
ing nature, she could look forward, with joyful hope, to those scenes which awaited her 
bevond the grave. She gave her *-iends a parting blessing, and a parting kiss; and, then, 
in the triumphs of faith, she committed her departing spirit to the faithful hand of Jesus. 
United by ten thousand tender ties to a numerous circle of relatives and friends, painful 
indeed has been the stroke which has severed her from their society. But while tho 
tears of bereaved affection flow, the indubitable evidence, that she has found her wished- 
for, long-sought home, gladdens their hearts. Blessed are the dead who die in the 
ie Pay saith the Spirit, fur they rest from their labors ; and their works do 
vllow them. 


At Princeton, (Mass.) Feb. 28, Mrs. Harriet Berxock, wife of Mr. Calvin Bullock, 
aged 27, Dedicated to God in her infancy, she early took upon herself the bonds of the 
covenant, and uniformly exhibited all the lovely graces of the humble Christian.— 
Ardent love to God and his cause, a conscientious regard tothe duties of life, faithfulness 
i friendship, humility in prosperity, and exemplary patience in adversity, were excel- 
lencies in her, heightened by the engaging modesty-of her deportment; and which, with 
4 joyful trust and ttnshaken confidenee in God her Savior, in the near prospect of death, 


gave evidence, not only of the sincerity of her profession, but of the advantages of early 
piety. 


_At Northborough, very suddenly, the Rev. Peren Wurrvey, pastor of the church in 
that town. 

At Ashby, Dea. Isaac Gresory, aged 81 years. 

ja New York, the Right Rev. Bensamr~ Moone, D. D. | 

At New Milford, Mr. Asa Nicuous, killed by being ¢aught by a wheel of a gristmill. 

At Danbury, (Conn.) by suicide, Mrs. Jenusa#a Barnuam, aged 24 years. 
_ At Pittsfield, (Mass.) Dante C. Norton, aged 12 years. A team passed over his 
‘oly, which occasioned his death in two hours. 

At Providence, Mr. Groner W. Hawonn, aged 37, drowned in a pond. 
In Spartansburg, Co. (S.C.) the Rev. Avery Williams, late pastor of the church in 
“exington, (Mass, : 

fn North-Carolina, Benjamin Lawson, son of Gen. Lawson, of Amelia, (suicide,) by 
‘“oeing himselt in a wood, when on a journey from Savannah to Virginia. 
th Spartansburg District, (S. C.) Mrs Sarah Pemry, aged One hundred and three years 
even months and fourteen daus. 
_At his Seat in Westmoreland County, (Vir.) Hon, Warren Joyes, aged 76, for many 
“S'S & Member of Congress. ; 
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At Danbury, (Con.) Hon. Josera Pratt Cooke, aged 86, formerly a member of Con. 
gress; he was graduated at Yale College in the year 1750. 

in Maryland, Mr. Wiitram Roess, aged 108 years and 17 days. 

At Wendell, the Rev Josera KiLBurRN, aged 61. 

At Wellington, (Vir.) Widow Eunice Bangs, aged One Hundred and five years. 

At Danvers, Hon. Samurt Hoxrrten, aged 77; he was president of the Provincial Con, 
gress during the American War. : 

At Philadelphia, Dr. Bexsamix Sutra Barton, one of the professors in the medica} 
College at that piace. 

At his Seat in Pittsylvania Couuty, (Vir.) Hon. Marrazew Cray, member elect of the 
present Congress. 


The following remarkable account of mortality among the aged in the town of New Ips. 
wich, (N. H.) will be read with deep intesest by all who are in the habit of reflecting on 
the solemn hour of death. It must be considered, that without any prevailing sickness it 
has been so ordered in providence, that within one year, ending April Ist. 1816, more 
than one half of those who were 70 years old and ‘upwards, and commenced the year in 
health, have been called to the silent grave. Husband and wife, who had lived together 40 
or 50 years, were separated by death~but for a few days or weeks, when called to meet 
again, if they were Christ’s, in their Father’s house net made with hands eternal in the 
heavens. Some of them were among the first settlers of the town, and formed a part of 
the first church, and by their exemplary lives and triumphant deaths, have left a solemn 
lesson for the living to imitate their virtues and follow their examples, as far as they follow- 
ed Christ. 

May 2, 1815, Mrs. —— Adams, wife of Dea. Benjamin Adams, aged 7a. 





* May 5, Dea. Benjamin Adams, 86. 
Nov. 7, 1815, Mrs. Elizabeth, wife of Francis Appleton 85. 
Jan. 29, 1816, Mr. Francis Appleton, 83. 
Dec. 4, 1815, Mrs Abigail, wife of David Hills, 72. 
Dee. 18, Mr. David Hills, 79. 
Dec. 21, 1815, Mrs. ——- Mansfield, wife of Daniel Mansfield, 70. 
March 29, 1816, Mr. Daniel Mansfield, 74- 
Feb. 4, 1816* Lieut. John Pratt, . 68. 
Feb. 7, Mrs. Pratt. wife of John Pratt, 74. 
March 7, 1816, Mrs. Judith, wife of Thomas Emerson, 71. 
March 27, Mr. Thomas Emerson, 75. 
April 15, 1815, Mr. Jonas Wheeler, 95. 
May 5, Widow Rachel Kidder, 92. 
Aug. 2, Capt. Eleazer Cummings, 76. 
Sept. 28, Mrs. Wilkins, wife of Jonathan Wilkins, 72. 
Nov. 23, Mr. Thomas Spaulding, 83. 


POETRY. 


So hope unfolds her tender germ; 
Pleasure, her roseate bloom; 
Death is that furious flood or storm, 
‘That waste the silent tomb. 

There is a plant that meets the gale, 
And all its force defice®; 
Nor heeds the tempest’s angry swell: 
Love, never, never dies. 
Transferr’d to a more genial clime, 
Where gentler currents run; 
Beyond the reach of rolling time, 
Beneath a clearer sun; 
Bright as the morning’s dewy ray, 
It gilds its high abode; 
Eternal as the heavenly day, 


Or stable throne of God. 
AMERICANTS. 


THE FLOWER. 


AGArN distils the vernal shower, 
And softer zephyrs rise: 

{n embryo sleeps the coming flower 
Nor trusts uncertain skies 

But soon a more reviving ray, 

Shall pierce the shumberer’s cell; 
Then, all at once to genial day, 
Her little glories swell. 

One night she drinks ambrosial dews 
And breathes of Paradise; 

One day in fancy-tinctured hues, 
She spreads her gay device. 

Then comes the fury of the blast, 
Or more resistless flood, 

Inglorious ruins mark the waste, 
Where erst the floweret stood. 


TO READERS. 


We lave inserted half a sheet more than usual in this number; and shall insert half 8 
sheet less in the next. 

In the list of donations to Foreign Missions, published in our number for Rebrety: 
the sum of $9 82, stated to have been contributed in Northford, was contributed in 
First Society of Branford, and appropriated to the trazs/ations. 
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